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To the REeaDek. 


| 
Here venture abroad with a Reply ; but it being not after the 
Modern way, of calling my —— Madman, Fool, or 
Knave, I can't tell bow it may take. Nay, 'tis without all 
thoſe Recommendatory Devices of Sancho Pancho, Amadis 
de Gaul or the Proteſtant Footman, and has nothing to ſet it out, 
but Downright Reaſon, Honeſt Senſe, and 4 ſhort Conſideration 
of the Primitive Ages of the Church, So that "tis like to be acce- 
ptable to none, but only ſuch as can be contented to learn Truth, 
without thoſe now ſo faſhionable Entertainments of Railery and 
Romancing. How many theſe may be, I can't tell ; but if they 
are only few in number, for my part, I declare, I had rather ſpeak, 
ſober Reaſon, tho" but with a ſlender Congregation, than to play 
| the Merry-Andrew for the drawing of Crowds. My Priting is 
neither for Intereſt, Preferment, or Applzuſe; "tus only for the 
Vindication of Truth : and if this can't be done plauſibly, without 
proſtituting all Reaſon, Sobriety and Moderation, i» compliance 
with the extravagant Appetites of 4 Diſtemper'd People, it 
all never be done by me. If the People are to be humoyr'd,, and 
they are ſo Palate-ſick, that they find a Guſt in nothing but what ts 
Pickant ; if nothing will pleaſe'em but Ridiculing, Spiteful Jeer- 
ing, or [rreligious Romancing, 1 wor'd cen perſuade ſore bady or 
other to make a Play ſuited to their perverſe Humor ;, "tis likely the 
hopes of ſo much a Sheet would prevail ipon ſome Hungry. Poet or 
another to undurtake it : but to think, of makjag @ Controverſial 
Comedy, or turning Diſpntes into 4 So Popalar Enter- 
rainment : no, let'em go to the Stage, and there beſtow their Smiles 
and their Hums, for 1 would not have the Search into Religion 
be turr'd into Buſfoonry to court their Applauſes. 

But what if they'll believe no Man to have got the better of the 
Cauſe, but he that loads his Adverſary with the moſt [gnommious 
Titles ;, that inſults over his Folly, - pitics his Ignorance, and 
makes bis Knavery or Forgery the Burden of every Page ? Is no- 
thing to be done, in conſideration of their Weakpeſs, for the Lining 
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their Good Opinion ? If the Modern PraCtice taken up by ſome of 
late, were to be the eAnſwer to this Doubt, "twould be ſoon reſolv'd 
into the Affirmative : for 1 obſerve a ſort of Men, who pretend to 
be Undertakers for Controverlie ; they appear abroad daily in 
Volumes, and their Buſineſs forſooth 5 to Settle the Minds of the 
People, and to Diſcuſs the Oey Poon of Religion ; bus 
come and couſult them, and what iz to be learnt ? One Inſults and 


'Huffs an Adverſary with a Grace Another Jeers and Ridicules 


Gravely; A Third Reforms a Holy Life into 4 Romance; A 
Fourth talks Irreligiouſly and Prophanely , &c. Thus every 
one, according to their ſeveral Gifts, endeavor to promote Reli- 
gion, treating Controverſie in ſuch a manner, that if they go cu 
improving, 1 fear, the greateſt Advantage within a while, will be 
z0 the Atheiſt : For the Way they have open'd to run Popery out 


* of doors 1s ſo wide, that all Chriſtianity will eaſily follow after it, 


Thus they do under the Pretext of upholding the Truth of Religion: 
when, alas ! Things are now come into that Channel, that the main 
Buſineſs do's not j at preſent ſo much Religion, as the ſtrength. 
ning a Party : And therefore, if you obſerve, the greateſt part of 
their Books that now appear, are not Penn'd with that Charitable 
Spirit, 4s if intended for Inſtruftion, but ſuch IMethods found 
out, as ſeem moſt proper to vilifie Adverſaries, ard to diſaffett the 
People towards them, For my part, 1 am aſhan#d to think, of the 
Condition of Controverlie at preſent , which # come into a Dreſs 
ſo far from Modeſt and Religious, that I muſt cen reſolve to 
let that Part, wherein I am concernd, to appear out of Faſhion. 
1 labor for nothing but the Truth ; this IU endeavor to ſhew plainly 
and ſoberly, andaf 1 am run down with vile Reproaches of am 
Inſulting Adverſggy, it ſpall be my Triumph to be thus over- 
come. The follggng Sheets I recommend to your ſerious Peruſal ; 
the Subjett 1s a Paynt of Moment, the Grounds and Reaſons of 
which I have endeavor'd to lay open, both from the Conſiderations 
of ſome Proteſtants, and the Practice of the Primitive Church. 
I am not conſcious of having wrong'd any one Author here cited ; 
if there be any Miſtake, 1 am willing to hear of it, and = be as 
ready to corre& it. : for 1 deſire to go no farther than Truth will 


Car ry me. 
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ASSERTED. 


Firſs Dialogue. 


IR, Iam glad to ſee you. I have along time 
deſir'd to meet with a Man dextrous at dealing 
with the Pope : For what with reading ſome . 
hk} Proteſtant and Papiſt Books, the Old Man has 
got ſo far intomy Head, and made ſuch a Diſturbance there, 
that if 1 have not-the aſſiſtance of ſome skilful Hand to force 
him from thoſe Quarters, I fear he'll ſoon work in his Chair 
after him, and begin to Defire, to make Bulls and Breves there. 
However [I'll not deſpair of Succeſs, if you'll but take me in 
hand ; for I hear a very good Charadter of your Skill, that 
you have no difficulty in making /gnoramw's, Fools and Knaves 
of his Champions the Prieſts ; and that for knocking down the 
Pope, there's no body like you. 

Divine, Well; and as long as I wear this Gown, I never 
queſtion to make good all that you have heard of me. Come, 
tell me, where's your Scruple ? I'll warrant you ſome Popiſh 
Prieſt has been tampering with you, and with a little Sophi- 
ſtry, has caſt a Milt before your Eyes, that ſo he might af- 
terwards lead you by the Noſe, as their way is, Blindfold. 

Seek, No, Sir, The Miſt that at preſent is in my Brain, is 
chiefly a Proteſtant 3ſt ;, and the greateſt part of the Duſt 
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that is before my Eyes, was rais'd by your Gowns, 'Tis this at 
preſent you mult remedy. _ "= 
-- Djv. Let me feet then quickly, what tt ts. 

Seek. Why, Sir, from my Childhood I have been taught to 
hate the Pope, and haveentertain'd at all times ſuch hard No- 
tions of his Holineſs, that I could never think of him, but pre- 
ſently all the frightful Idea's of 1donſter, Antichriſt, the Man 
of Sin; the Scarlet Whore, the Beaſt in the Apocalyps, with all 
his Heads and Horns, came into my mind at the ſame time. 
But now of late having turn'd over ſome Proteſtant Writers, 
I diſcover him to be nothing but a Biſhop, a Prelate, acknow- 
ledg'd to beof great Power and Dignity amongſt Chriſtians. 
And this works ſo ſtrongly upon me, that TI begin to ſuſpect 
my former Thoughts, as the bare EffeCts of Education and 
Prejudice, and tothink, that if they are no better grounded, 
I am bound in reaſon to reform them, | 

Div. Soft and fair : *tis time enough to think of that. In 
the mean timelet's hear what theſe Authors are that have given 
you this Diſturbance. 

_ Seek. The firſt that gave me ſome occaſion for my farther 
Enquiry, was a Sermon of the Biſhop of Exerer's, Preach'd 
Nov.5. 1678. before the Lords in Weſtminſter- Abbey : in which 
he ſhews an indifferency as to the truth of ſome Points, which 
I till then had judg'd as evident Falſhoods ; in theſe words : 
That S. Peter had ſome Precedency, ſays he, before the reſt of the 
eApoſtles, is a thing we ſhall not much quarrel about ; That he was 


- Biſhopof Rome, andthe Pope bis Succeſſor ;, That the Biſhops of 


Rome anciently bad, and might ſtill be allow'd to have ſome Pre- 
cedency before other Biſhops in the World, if that would content 
them, we need not much ſtand with them about it. Theſe words, I 
did not read without a ſudden alarm to all the Powers of my 
Soul; and you may eaſily imagine it, if you but conſider, 
that till then I had admitted no other Character of him, but 
thoſe dreadful ones of Monſter, Horror and Avntichriſtianiſm, 
as I now told you : and now of a ſudden, to find a Proteſtant 
Prelatethus ſhaping him into a ar, a Chriſtian, a Biſhop, and 
ſo inclin'd to allow him a Precedency before other Biſhops; That 
anciently he had this Precedency ; That he is the Succeſſor of 
S. Peter, who was likewiſe Biſhop of Rome, and had ſome _ 
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dency before the reſt of the Apoſtles : This put me into a Spr- 
relive, and] moot x not but ke at theſe ſo.unexpetited:Con+ 
. cefſions. For what, ſays I, isit all come now to this, that this 
ſtrarigeand frightful-thing the Pope, is nothing but a Biſhop, 
'and of that Dignity too, that he may be allow'd a Precxinence 
beforeothers, and to beS. Peter's Succeſlor, who, as I perceive 
now, was a Pope too himfelf ? Why then certainly; if this Lead- 
ing Biſhop be Amichriſt, what mult all other inferior-Biſhops 
be, but io many little Antiohrifts ? *' x3) 

Div, To ſee whither Ignorance will lead a Man! Why no 
body doubts of the Pope's being a Biſhop. But 'tis not this 
makes him Antichriſt ; but his Pretenſtons to an Imaginary Su- 
premacy, his Tyranmes, his Uſurpations, his obtruding upon the 
Work! New Articles of Faith, and exafting New Terms of 
Communion, &c, *Tis upon theſe and ſuch other Accounts, he 
hes loſt his Reſpe&, and is faln.in the Eyes of all good Chri- 
ſtians, from that Degree of Honor poſlibly due anciently to 
his Predeceſlors, under all the Marks of m_— and Difſ- 
grace ; and if fome look-upon him to be Antichriſt, 8c. 'tis 
what in ſome Conlideration 'may be applicable tohmn. 

Seck, But underfavor, Sir, by what1-have lately.read upon 
this Subjet,I underſtand rheſe Crimes were neverlegally prov'd 
againſt him ; but a Greater and: more Univerſal Authority has 
appear'd i his Defence, and pronounc'd Sentence in favor of 
his Prerogarive, thanever Condemnd him, or brought him in 
Gritty. Nay,1 find they were-only\/nferior Biſhaps, and.but a 
few too,-that ever determir'd this'Matter againſthim, ſuch as 
could never produce any Authority or Commiſſion they had for 
the Hearing and Determining this Cauſe. And it ſuchan 7!!e- 
gal Uncommtſſionated Authority without Precedent, beſufhcient 
with you, tor themakingan e-Lntichrs/t of ſo iGreat a Prelate, 
"who had a Precedency 'before others; 1 don't ſee but fame 
other Biſhops muſt come in for kttle eAtichriſes, ſinteb find the 
very ſame Crimes of VUſurpation, Tyranny, 'obtruding New Ar- 
ticles of Faith, and impoſing New Terms of Commuzion, &Cc. 
prov'd againſt them, which-youcharge upon.the Pope. . And.if 
Reforming ſuch Errors be juſttfiable in a National. Churcb, in ve- 
ſpe to the Umnerſal, itmuſt needs be/as commendablein a 
Part of this National Church, toReform themielyes, without 
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' requiring the Authority of the Whole ;, ſince 'tis evident now 


by your PraCtice, that 'tis not Authority capacitates or qua- 
lifies for the juſt Condemning of Mer and their Errors; but 
the very ſeeing of Errors gives juſt Authority to the Diſco- 
verer for the Condemning them. 

Djv. I know ſome Diſſenters from our Church throw this 
Ecandal upon our Biſhops; -but *tis a meer Pretext, only to ju- 


_ Nifie their Diviſion without the Authority either of Scripture 


Anſro. t0 Nub, 
Teſt. 20, 21. 


Ibid. 


or Reaſon, and therefore is as vain as *tis deſtruCtive to all 
true Chriſtianity : But for the Pope, his Supremacy is Ground- 
Wſ his eAuthority Portentous, a meer Uſurpation, that had nej= 
ther Countenance nor Being during the Firſt Five bundred Tears 
after our Saviour. And therefore 7 challenge all the Romiſh Prieſts 
in England, to ſhew me but one Canon in the Code of the Uni- 
werſal Church, that do's conſtitute the Biſhop of Rome Primate 
over the whole World, Head of the Catholic Church, and the Fa- 
ther and Dottor of all Chriſtians. This Challenge ſo Fair, ſo 
Plain, ſo Full, I leaveto the Reverend Fathers Conſideration, 
and inthe mean time I take the liberty to declare and aſſert to 
their as well as toour People, that there i no Law of the Ca- 
tholic Church - the Firſt Six hundred years, nor ever a Canon in 
the Code of the Laws of the Univerſal Church, that do's either 
conſtitute, or aſſert, or ſuppoſe the Biſhop of Rome to be that Pri. 
mate, Vicar, Head, Dottor, and Univerſal Paſtor, which the 
Council of Florence ſays He s : and that the Council of Florence 
founding their Definition for the Pope's Supremacy upon the eAts 
and Canons of General Councils, were notoriouſly guilty either of 
Ignorance or of Forgery. 

Seek. Andif thoſe who have ſince Separated from you, as you 
did before from the Church of Rowe, ſhould make the like 
Challenge to all the Prieſts of the Church of Englartd, to ſhew ſo 
much as One ſingle Text throughout the whole Scripture, one 
Word or Commend of Chriſt or his Apoſtles, by which your 
Biſhops are conſtituted , your Archbiſhops and Primates ;, and 
where they are appointed and Commiſſion'd with Power, Au- 
thority and Furiſdittion over the Preſbyters or Miniſtry of the 
Flock, according as is now eſtabliſh d by your Canons, 'and 
praCtis'd in your Church : what Return would you make? 
Is there any one Text relating to this Subject, but what the 
Diſſenters 
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Diffenters do as fairly interpret, as you do thoſe brought by 
the Romaniſts, in favor of S. Peter's Prerogative ? What Divine 
Authority are they able to produce, to uphold the Privilege 
of the See of Canterbury, whereby that has Right to the Parri- 
archat of the whole Iſle, and the whole Clergy bound to ſub- 
mit their Shoulders to the Rod of that Prelate, as to their 
Spiritual Head and Monarch ? Is this found, or even fonnded 
on Scripture z or in the Code of the Univerſal Church, of any 
Canon for the firſt Six hundred Years ? And if later Canons 
be brought to vindicate this Primacy of Canterbury, why may 
not the like ſuffice for that of Rome ? 

Div. A National Church has Power to Conſtitute its Pri- 
macy1in what See it pleaſes within its own Dioceſes. 

Seek. And has not the Univerſal Church a like Power in re- 
ſpeCt of it ſelf, as a National Church has for it ſelf? Since 
therefore Canons be ſufficient for the conſtitnting a Primate : 
if the Canons of a National Church be enough for the ſettin 
up, and giving juſt Authority to a National Primate, ſo that al 
inferior Clergy are bound to ſubmit to him; I don't ſee, but 
the Canons of the Univerſal Church, are ſufficient for the conſti- 
tuting a Vnjverſal Primate; and this at whatſoever time thoſe 
Canons are made ; ſince the Canons receive not their Power and 
Authentication from the Time, in which they are made,but from 
the Authoritythat appoints, ordains and publiſhes them. And 
therefore if the Council of Florence was but a General Council, 
the Canons, there agreed to, are of the ſame force, as if conſti- 
tuted within the Firſt Six hundred Tears : becauſe the Church 
of Chriſt, or the Univerſal Church is'the ſame, I preſume, in all 
Ages; and the Laws enacted by her, at whatſoever time, are 
of equal Authority and Force, as the Laws eſtabliſh'd by our 
Parliaments at this time, are alike Obligatory with thoſe, that 
were made in the Reign of William the Conqueror. 

Div. This is not to our purpoſe : for we are not now en- 
quiring, whether the Biſhop of Rome was declar'd Head of 
the Church in the Council of Florence, for that we don't deny ; 
but We aſſert and declare, that this Decree of this Council was 
an Innovation, and a thing not ſo much as ſuppos'd in any Canon 
or Law of the Catholic Church for the firſt S7x Centuries, 


Seek, 
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Seek, This looks to me all Paradox : For 'tis an Abſardity 
to term any Law an Innovation, which is Conſented to and 
EnaCted by that Authority, in which 1s- lodg'd the Supreme 
Legiſlative Power. But however, ſince you lay the whole 
weight of your Argument upon the Anr:quity of the thing, 
and Challenge to the Firſt Six hmared Years, I'll go back with 
you, and ſee whether thoſe former Times were ſuch Strangers 
to the Contents of this Decree, as you boaſt. I don't know 
' yet what the Rgmiſh Prieſts may. produce in Anſwer to your 
Challenge ; bur, as far as I perceive, whoſoever has read our 
own Proteſtant Books, need not look much farther for an An- 
ſwer. And therefore to be ſhort with you, hear what Mon- 
tague, not long ſince Biſhop of Chichefter, ſays upon this Sub- 
ject. Antid, p. 57. 
+ What each ſingle Biſhop was heretofore in bis Dioceſe, the ſame 
were Metropolitans in their Provinces, and Patriarchs in reſpett 
of the World : and'twas rightly ( who denies it ?) ordain'd and pro- 
vided by the Canons of the Primitive Church, that the Biſhop of 
Rome, the Firſt (which no body denies ) of Biſhops, who had ſo 
many Suffragans depending 01 him throughout the Weſt, ſhould, be- 
ing as&.d, grve his Opinion, az often as a) thing was debated, rela- 
ring to the Faith of the Univerſal Church, or to its common Diſci- 
pline in which all were concern'd : and that whatſoever waz to be 
eſtabliſh'd, He ſhould Ratifie with his eApprobation, before it was 
eAuthentic, and had the force and efficacy of a Law throughout 
the Univerſal Church. | 
Methinks this do's not well agree with what yon pretend in 
your Challenge : for what you there ſuppoſe as Falſe, this Pre- 
late aſſerts as True ;, whilſt he confeſſes, that the Biſhop of 
Rome was ſuppos'd, and even Conſtituted with an Authority 
over the Univerſal Church of Chriſt, by the Canons of the 'Pri- 
mitive Church, which you ſay was never heard of before the 
Councilof Florence, held but of late years. 

Div. No, this falls ſhort of the Decree of Florence,which 
Conſtirutes the Biſhop of Rome, Primate, Head, Dottor, and 
Univerſal Paſtor of all Chriſtians. This is a Portentous eAutho- 
rity, unknown to the Primitive Times. 

Seek, I ſee nodifference : For as he that ſays, That no De- 
termination of Parliament ſhall paſs into a Law Obligatory on 
the 
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the whole Nation, but that which is Approv'd, Ratifi'd and 
___ by the King, do's in this very ACt (abſtraCting from all 
other Right) ſuppole the King as Supreme, not only in Oraer, 
but Authority too, as likewiſe Head and Governor of the Na- 
tion : So certainly it muſt be in our Caſe; and this is what 
the Council of Florence Declares and Determines concerning 
the Pope. But that there beno place for Scruple left here, Bi- 
ſhop Montague farther enlarges himſelf upon this Particular, 
aſſerting, 49. p. 116. that It & acertain Fruth, that upon the ac- 
count of a Common Union amongſt Chriſtians, and a Precedency of 
Order amongſt the Patriarchs, that the Care of the Univerſal 
Church was committed to the Chair of Peter. In which words he 
ſeems to own all that Authority and Prerogative to have been 
always in the Biſhop of Rome, which this Decree of Florence 
declares to belong to him. For whatis it to be Primate, Head, 
Dotor, and Univerſal Paſtor of all Chriſtians, but to have the 
Care of the Univerſal Church committed to him ? If he thar 
has the Charge of a Dioceſe under his Care, be Paſtor, Head, 
DoZor and Biſhop of that Dioceſe : If he that has the like 
Charge over ſeveral Dioceſes,or all within a Kingdom, be Pri- 
mate, Head, Doftor, and Common Paſior of all thoſe Dioceſes, 
and the whole Kingdom : If he that has the ſame Charge over 
ſeveral Provinces, be a Patriarch, Paſtor, Head, and Dottor of 
all thoſe Provinces : Then certainly He that has the Care and 
Charge of the Univer ſal Church committed to him, muſt be Primate, 
Head Dottor, and Univerſal Paſtor of the. whole Church, as the 
Council of Florence ſays Hes. Which is juſt the contrary to 
what you ſo ſolemnly declare and aſſert. 

Dvv. If any Proteſtants confeſs, that what the Papiſts now 
profeſs in this Point, was according to the Canons of the Pri- 
mitive Church, they are miſtaken. 

Seek, This is modeſtly ſaid however, and is the very Reply 
made to the Appendix of Nubes Teſtinm, where many eminent 
Proteſtants having been produc'd, as owning the Prinze Fa. 
thers to have been Favourers and Abetters of ſeveral Popiſh 
Doftrins, the Anſwerer ſays, all that is ot worth Conſidering 3 
if any Proteſtants did own this, They were miſtaken. Concluſ. 
pag. 85. which, 1 tell you by the way, was a very Tender Ex- 


preſſion, conſidering that Man's Temper, and I look upon as a 
Comple- 
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Complement to the Proteſtant Religion; for if they had been 
Papiſts, they had not eſcap'd without a Clapof Thunder : for 
this I obſerve in him, that he ſeldom lets them paſs without a 
Peal of Hard Words,of a Great Cheat,an Egregious Cheat, Great 
Ionorance, Notoriow Diſingenuity, Notorious Forgery ; which he 
lets fly at F. Sabran in a very few Lines. MNororiouſly Guilty 
either of Ignorance or of Forgery, is the Complement he gives 
the whole General Council of Florence, For Mr. Sclater of Put- 
* vey he Can't find Terms bad enough. And for the Repreſenter, 
Ignorance, Malice, Kuavery, &c. arethe belt Titles he can give 
him. | 

Div, Well, but he do's not ſay all this without evident 
Proof of the Charge : tis nothing but fitting he ſhould let them 
know their own. 
. Seck, Then I ſee you are of the ſame Spirit. But if you'll 
know my Opinion, I do'nt think this Grim Divinity to be the 
propereſt Method for making Converts 3 me-thinks Reaſor 
jhould go farther with Chriſtians than Hard Words : and for 
my part, | cannot bur ſuſpeCt that Man's Religion, who over- 
throws all Principles of Morality, whilſt he's contending to 
ſhew himſelf the berrer Chriſtian, If you would prevail upon 
ſober Men, and make them ſenſible, on which ſide Truth lies, 
the Method of S. Paul, Let your Moderation be known unto all 
Men, islikely to meet with moſt ſucceſs : but as for this Rewi- 
ling and eAbuſive Language, "tis proper enough to inſpire the 
Reader with Paſſioz and Fury; and ſhall certainly inflame Men 
into a Fattion, but never make a good Chriſtian, 'T was the ob- 
ſervation of the now mention'd Biſkop eHontague, that The 
Debating of Controverſies has fill d us with eAmmoſities and Ha- 
rred : ard the Divines are grown Furious to that degree, that be- 
ing fil d with a raging Zeal, hey cannot endure the Converſation 
of any, that are not as mad as they. And what edifying in all 
this ? Is the Reader become the ſounder Chriſtian, becauſe you 
have depriv'd him of his Reaſon ? Or is he convinc'd of your 
being inthe right, becauſe you purſue your Adverſary with 
the moſt 1gnominious Names, and call him Fool and Knave ? 
This only by way of Digreſſion. But what can a Man of my . 
Circumſtancesdo in this Caſe ? My deſire is to be ſatisfi'd con- 
ccrning the Pope's Authority, and the Title he has to the _ 
(s 
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of the Univerſal Church : You ſay, that all. this is an Imbya- 
tien, an Vſurpation,and no where acknowledg'd or ſuppos'd in 
any Ancient Canon or Law of the Church. Biſhop Montague 
on the other hand, ſeems to aſſert this Authority, as founded 
upon the Ancient Canons of the Church : that nothing could 
be of force relating to the Univerſal Church, but what was 
Conſented to and Ratifi'd by him, to whoſe Care it was com- 
mitted. And now, while | have a Biſhop eAffirming on the 
the one ſide, and a Divine Denying on the other, what am I to 
do? What Notion canl frame? If I diſſent from you, I may 
be call'd Fool and Knave indeed for my pains, which will not 
edifie at all ; and yet to ſubmit for fear of Hard Words, will 
be a ſort of Slavery. When 1 conſider, that all Popiſh Divines 
and General Councils are on the one ſide, with whom too con- 
cur many Proteſtants, me-thinks if it ſhould come to Yoting, 
I know which ſide would carry it; and then if we do not go 
by Votes, the Reaſon that even Proteſtants bring in behalf of 
this Aſſertion, is very prevalent. | 

Div. What Proteſtantsare thoſe you mean, you have nam'd 
but one yet, and what Reaſons are thoſe ? 

Seck, | have not leiſure now, but at next Meeting I 'll give 
you a more particular-Account. 


Second Dialogue. 


4 | A M now to make good my Word : and Firſt as to 
the Reaſon, which ſome Proteſtants lay down, for 
maintaining a Neceſſity of One Supreme Paſtor having a Super- 
intendency over the. Whole Catholic Church. Biſhop Montague 
delivers it in theſe words, Antid. pag. 51. The Church 1s a well 
order'd Army, a Multitude Regularly diſpos'd. Wherever there are 
Many and Multiplicity, that Order and Concord may be pre- 
ſerv, all Beginning muſt be deriv/d from One. And from whence 
can all Beginning better flow, than from the Principal Church ? 
This Prerogative ts due to the Place : Let the Biſhop of Rome, if 
be pleaſe, Rove the) Primacy of Place, of Order likewiſe, and for 
both theſe, that of Excellency roo. The Communion and goed Un- 
C derſtanding 


av 
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ſtanding among ſt the Prieſts of the Church, and the Profeſſion of 
the ſame Entire aud Unſpotted Faith could never be maintain'd 
and preſerv'd even az to Order,and ſometimes a4 to Execution,but 
by ſome ONE : And hence, by the Conſent of the Chriſtian 
World, this was deriv'd from the Chair and See of Peter, to wit, 
the Biſhop of Rome. And p. 158. Antiquity did certainly attri- 
bute roh1m the Headſhip of Prieſthood over all ; neither do we refuſe 


. bim this ae ry : we grant him tobe the Fountain of Prieſthood, 


and the Top ofall Biſhops. Don't you here obſerve a very forci- 
ble Reaſon, for the allowing of ſome One Primate over the 
whole Church of Chriſt? You know how Eſſential and Neceſ- 
ſary Order, Union, and the Profeſſion of Oze and the ſame Entire 
Faith isto the Church of Chriſt : And here the Biſhop aſſerts, 
that this Order, Vnion and Profeſſion of One Faith amongſt all, 
tould never be preſery'd, but by the Primacy of ſome One 
Biſhop over the whole ; which in effect is to ſay, that without 
this Primacy there could be no Catholic Church; ſince without 
Union, there can be no Church ; Which is nothing but a Congre- 
gation of Many, United in one Faith, So that what Neceſſity 
there 1s, for excluding Diſorder and Confuſion from the 


. Church, the ſame there is for maintaining a Primate ; not 


only in Order, but Dignity and Authority too, which he calls 
Excellency, who may juſtly claim a Precedhcy before all others, 
give force to ſuch Laws, as concern the Whole Church, and ſee 
that they be Executed, as occaſion- ſhall require. Thus far 
this Biſhop ſeems to reaſon in behalf of a Primacy, declares it 
to have been the Practice of Antiquity, and that by Conſent of 
the whole Chriſtian World, the Biſhop of Rome was acknow- 
ledg'd to be this Primate. And as tothe Neceſſity of a P R 1- 
MACY, I find Dr. Sherlock, not long ſince inclin'd in ſome 
manner to allow of it ; ſince for the maintaining the Peace 


Yind. of Def. and Communion of the Catholic Church, he ſays, Byſhops may 
P+ 124, 127» grant unto ſome ONE Biſhop a PRIMACY, for the pre- 


ſervation of Catholic Unity and Communion, who by a General 
Conſent may be entruſted with a Superior Power of Calling Synods, 
receiving Appeals, This he concludes in caſe of Difference ari- 
ſing amongſt National Churches, and their Biſhops; this being 
the only effeCtual Means left, for the compoſing ſuch Diſor- 
ders. And becauſe, through the common Miſery and Frailty 

of 


The Pope's Supremacy Aſſerted. 


of Mankind, there can never be wanting ſome Differences be- 
twixt National Churches; hence upon the ſame Grounds of this 
Doctor one may reaſonably conclude, that there muſt be al- 
ways ſuch a ſtanding Primacygranted to ſome One Biſhop, who 
by a Sperior Power of Calling Synods, and Receiving Appeals, 
may be always ready to obviate ſuch Miſchiefs deſtructive of 
Catholic Unity. And this Conſideration is farther enforc'd ; 
becauſe there'is as-great a Neceſſity of preſerving Catholic Uni- 
ty betwixt different ations, as a National Unity betwixt the 
Clergy and People of a Kingdom: And therefore, as inevery 
Kingdom there isa'ſtanding Primacy, not only of Order, but 
of Furiſdiftion too, reliding in ſome One Biſhop, tor the ſecuring 
the Peace and Unity of the National Church : So in the Uni- 
wverſal Church there ought to be a like Primacy, for the main- 
taining of Catholic Unity throughout the whole Body of True 
Believers. For otherwiſe, what a Portentous Thing will the 
Catholic Church of Chriſt be, in which the Principal Parts are 
not in Vnios, but Divided from each other ! 

Divine. What doyou tell me of theſe Reaſons, which are 
only grounded upon the Conceſſions of Afontague and Sher- 


lock ? Muſt we beoblig'd to ſtand by what they granted? I prim. Fath. no 
know no reaſon, why we ſhould be ty'd to abide by what ſome Pap. p. 290 


Proteſtants have affirm'd, any morethan the Papi/ts think them- 
ſelves oblig'd to ſet down by what ſome Schoolmen have ſaid, 
whoareſo frequently thrown by as Abuſers of their Church's 
Gemuin Doctrin. 

Seek, So that in this you'll be contented to follow the Pa- 
piſts. I never expeCted that You, who condemn the Papiſts 
with that ſeverity, and pretend to Reform them, would ever 
have humbled your ſelves fo low, as to fly for ſhelter under 
their Example, and let their Failings be your Defence, Tho'I 
think the Caſe too hereis very unlike, and not ferviceable to 
you at preſent : For the Papiſts think it an Abuſe, that every 
Schodlman's Opinion ſhould be fet out as the Do#rin of their 
Church; In which I hope you'll allow 'ent to have ſome rea- 
ſon : what is this to you, who having made a Chaftenge con- 
cerning the Pope, toall the Prieſts in England, have Learned 
Men of your own Church, who Anſwer your Chattenge, and 
ſeem to Contraditt what you _= ?-' Tis poſſible, you __ 

2 ave 
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have ſo good an Opinion of your ſelf, as to undervalue the 
Judgment of all, however Eminent in your own Church, who 
are not of your Mind : but what ſatisfaction is this to any 
Indifferent Man in my Circuftiſtances, who being deſirous to 
frame a True Notion of ſuch a Supreme Eccleſiaſtical Authority, 
a Point of great Concern in Matter of Religion, finds ſuch con- 
trary Opinions concerning it ? How ſhall I know where to 
ſtrike in, whether with the Divine, the Dotor, or the Biſhop ? 
' If on the one ſide, I muſt help to pull the Supremacy down if on 
the other, as zealouſly to ſer it up. And this is no Matter of 
Indifferency : for till 1 am fatish'd concerning the K:ght of this 
Supreme Authority, my Buſineſs is not to ſeek with which Divi- 
ſion of the Reformation 1 am to joyn : ſince nopart of the Ke- 
formation at all can ſtand, if that Authority was Lawful, from 
whence they Separated, and without whoſe Conſent nothing 
of this kind could be valid, in which the Whole Church was 
concern'd. 

But I proceed to let you ſee, how much thoſe Reaſons have 
weigh'd with many Leading Proteſtants, beſides thoſe now 
mention'd, in order to the acknowledging this Supremacy Ec- 
cleſiaſtical, its Neceſſity in the Church ; and the Prattice of it in 
the Biſhop of Rome, within the Firſt Six Centuries, to which you 
appeal. And firſt obſerve how Mr. Covel reaſons upon this 
Subject, who having ſpoken of One being ſet above the reſt inthe 
Church of God, to ſuppreſs the Seeds of Diſſention, thus goes on : 
If this were the principal Means to prevent Schiſms and Diſſen- 
tions in the Primitive Church, when the Graces of God were far 
more abundant and eminent than now they are ;, nay, if the Twelve 
were not like to agree, except there had ben ONE CHIEF 
among them : For, ſaith Jerome, «Among the Twelve, ON E 
was therefore choſen, that a CHIEF appointed, occaſion of 
DISSENTION might be prevemed, How can they 
think, that Equality would keep all the Paſtors in the World in 
Peace and Unity ? For in all Societies AUTHORITY 
( which cannot be where all are EQ U AL) muſt - procure 
UNITT and OBEDIENCE. Here you ſee, upon 
the Conſideration of preventing Schiſms, and preſerving UV- 
aity, ſo Eſſential to the Catholic Church, he confeſles there 
was One over the reſt, eyen in the Primirzve Times, and that 

'twas 
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'twas by the AVT HORIT YT of this One, the Peace and 
- Unity of the Church-was procur'd, And to' 6bviate the Ob- 
jeCtion, of it being thought ſufficient ,- that every National 
Church be at Union within it ſelf, tho' they have not Commu. 
ion with one another ; he thus Diſcourſes, ib. The ſeveral 
Kingdoms of ſeveral Princes make each of them an Abſolute and 
Several Common-wealth : yet the ſeveral Congregations, diſperſed 
throughout ſeveral Kingdoms, do All of them make but One Spiri- 
tual Common-wealth and Church of Chriſt, oblig'd in Duty to the 
Belief and Profeſſion of ON E and the S A ME Fautth, And 
thena little before, he asks this Queſtion : How can the divided 
Members of the Church, thus diſperſed in ſeveral Kingdoms and 
Nations, be Govern'd, unleſs ſome O N E'have Authority over 
them ALL ? $0 that by his Premiſles there is imply'd a 
a Neceſſity of ſuch eAnthority reſiding in ſome Ore, for the 
keeping al the Paſtors and Believers of the World in Peace : 
for otherwiſe, ſays he, The Church (thus diſperſed through- 
out the World) ſhould be in a far worſe Caſe than the meaneſt 
Common-wealth z nay, almoſt than a Den of Thieves, if it were 
left deſtitute of Means, either to convince Hereſies, or [uppreſs 
them; yea, tho there were neither help nor aſſiſtance of the Chri- 

ian Magiſtrate, And this is the ſame, that Luther him- 


ſelf had concluded before : Since God, ſays he, would have Loc:Com.cl.y;. 
ONE Catholic Church throughout the World ;, it was neceſſary ©. 57+ 


he ſhould chooſe ſome one People, nay ſome One Father of this one, 
People, to whom and to whoſe Succeſſors, the whole World ſhould 
belong andbe O N E Sheepfold : and by this Means, out of A L L, 
N ations, however infinitely diſagreeing in Manners, ſbould be 
made O N E Church. 

And this, methinks, ſeems a very prevalent. Reaſon ;. for 
ſince Chriſt ſent his Apoſtles over the whole World with this 
Command, Go and Teachall Nations, and yet intended there 
ſhould be but One Catholic Church ;, it is certain, that the ſeve= 
ral Nations of the World, however making ſeveral diſtintt, 
eAbſolute, Politic Bodies, Govern'd by different Laws, ſhould. 
yet all of them profeſs One Faith and Religion, and make but 
One Catholic Churchof Chriſt, One Body, Epheſ. 2. 16. and con-- 
ſequently be Superintended by One /1/ible, Eccleſiaſtical Head, 
by whoſe eAuthority. this Church ſhould. be always preſerved, 


One ,, 
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One; it being otherwiſe certain, that if -the Governors of 
Chriſt's Church be as' Many, as Abſolute, and-as Independent 
from all Subordination, as are the Governors of Temporal King- 
4oms, that'the Church will be as much Dzvided'as are the Na- 
tions; and conſequently that the Catholic Chirch can be no 
more Oe, than the Divided Kingdoms of the World are One. 
And upon this Confideration, I ” it was, Mr. Facob 
thus reaſon'd againſt Hooker out of his own Conceflions : 
Every Viſible Church, truly and properly ſo call d, ought to have a 
correſpondent Eccleſiaſtical Government ; But there 1s a Catholic, 
Univerſal Viſible Church on Earth : Ergo, There ts, and ought t6 
be on Earth a Catholic or Univerſal Eccleſiaſtical Government, 
Which Concluſion, he ſays, every Child may infer out of thoſe 
Premiſles, which are allow'd however by ſo-many Proteſtants. 
Thus he only upon ſuppoſal of a Catholic Vifible Church; 
Ahd this, I queſtion not, was the ground of Mr. Cartwright's 
ſhort Refleftion upon this Subject : 1f it be neceſſary, ſays he, 
for keeping of Umty in the Church, that One Archbiſhop ſhould be 
Primate over all; why not az meet, for the keeping of the W HO L E 
UNIVERSAL CHURCH, there ſhould be ONE 
Archbiſhop over all ? | 

Div. I tell you again, Let theſe Men ſay what they pleaſe : 
I do no more pin my Faith upon the Groundleſs Conceſſions of 
fome Proteſtant Writers, than the Papiſts do upon the Conceſ- 
fions of ſome of their Church-Writers. 

Seek. But, Sir, you ought to- conſider, that for me to be- 
come Proteſtant, my Reaſon ought tobe convine'd of the Truth 
of that Profeſſion. And while I hear ſo much fair and forci« 
ble Reaſon laid down even by Proteſtants themſelves, to ſhew 
the Neceſſity of a Univerſal Primate to Superintend the whole 
Church: can you imagine that your Magiſterial lighting is 
enough to put inthe Ballance, and weigh down all they al- 
_ This looks ſomething like aſpiring to an Irfallibility, 
whilſt all theſe Learned Mens Reaſons are thrown by, as 
Groundleſs Conceſſions; and Your Judgment alone is to be ſub- 
mitted to. Is not this a kind of ſetting up for Pope, whilſt you 
are labouring to pull him down ? But I muſt tell yon, this 
rough dealing of yours with theſe Eminent Men, is no ſmall 
diſadvantage to the Proreſtant Cauſe : For what Confidence 
can 
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can any Private Man have of his own Reaſoning, when he ſees 
the Reaſons of ſo many Great Dottors and Gaides of his Church 
caſt by with ſuch C— ? If Reaſon is to be my Guide, what 
diſtruſt ought I to have of mine, when 1 ſee thoſe that ſhould 
direct me, {ocaſily miſtaken, invaluing that for Xcaſon, which 
you ſay are nothing but Groundleſs Conceſſions ?. You muſt give 
me leave therefore as yet, to go on inthe Proteſtant wey, and to 
take the Reaſons of theſe Men for Reaſon, till I have ſomething 
more than Huffing and Big words to confute it. And therefore 
I goon, and look {till forward-in their Conliderations upon 
our preſent Subject, 

And here, as hitherto we have ſeen them contending to de- 
monſtrate the. Neceſſiry of a. Supreme Paſtaral Authority for 
the keeping the Whole Church in Peace; ſo now farther I find 
them inclin'd, toallow this Authority to reſide in the Biſhop of 


Rome. Hear how expreſs Melanithon is upon this Point : es Cent, Fp. Then, 
there are ſome Biſhops, ſays he, who Preſide over many Churches : Ep. 74, 


So the Biſhop of Rome #& Preſident over ALL BISHOPS: 
and this Canonical Policy no Wiſe Man, as 1 think, do's or ought 
ro diſallew, &c. For the Biſhop of Rome #ss, in my opinion, pro- 
fitable to this end, that Conſent of Dottrin may be maintain'd : 
wherefore an Agreement may eaſily be eſtabliſh'd in this Article of 


the Pope's Supremacy. Mr. Jacob preſſes the ſame Reaſon : By Real. taken our 


acknowledging, ſays he, a Catholic Viſible Church, it follows neceſ- 


ſarily, that there 1s, and ought to be on Earth a Univerſal Govern- GG: fo. 24s 


ment Eccleſiaſtical. —For if there be properly One Viſible Church 
and Government Eccleſiaſticak throughout the World, then this 
muſt be in ſome one Place eminently : for ſome whether we muſt go, 
when Chriſt bids us, Tell the Church: now there 1s no Place in all 
the World ſo likgly ax Rome #5, to be the Viſible and Spring. head of 


Univerſal Government of the Catholic Church, Cartwright is 2 Repl. par. 1. 
likewiſe of the ſame mind, declaring freely : This Point of p. 52+ 


keeping Peace inthe Church, # one of thoſe, ſays he, which requires 
a well a Pope over all Archbiſhops, as one we over all Bi- 
(bops in a Realm, And then go's on : If an Archbiſhop be neceſſary 
for calling a Provincial Comncil,, when the Biſhops are atvided ;, 3t 
3 neceſſary there be alſo a Pope, who may call the General Council, 
when Diviſion us between the Archbiſhops @ For when the Churches 


of one Province be divided fromather, % you atk, me, ſo ] atk you, 
bo 
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Who ſhall aſſemble them together * Who ſhall-admoniſh them of 
their Duty, when they are afcmbled ? If you can find a way, how 
this may be done without a Pope, the way u alſo found whereby the 
Cburch us disburden'd of the Archbiſhops, Some Reform'd Prote- 
ftants have carry'd this on farther yet, aſſerting the High 
Prieſt of the Fews to have been in a Figure the Supreme Head of 
the whole Catholic Church, who, tho' Viſible only in the Pro- 

Engl. Purit, Vince of Fewry, yet had other Nations, even the Erhjopians, 

p+ 16. + (as appears in the At:) ſubject, and acknowledging Homage 
to Him : So that, ſay they, He was not a Provincial Metropoli- 
tan, but in very deed «n Oecumenical and Univerſal Biſhop of the 
whole World : And therefore the Pope of Rome, who alone maketh 
claim unto, and in poſſeſſion of the like Univerſal Supremacy, hai 
more warrant inthe Word of God 10 the ſame, than any Metropoli- 
tan or Dioceſan, not dependant upon him, has or can have : $9 
that by the Word of God, either there muſt be no e Metropoli- 
rans and Dioceſans, or elſe there muſt be a Pope, What think 
you, Sir, of theſe Reaſons, thus propos'd and urg'd by Prote- 
ſtant Pens? They look to me like good and ſubſtantial ones * 
and therefore I muſt needs tell you, that if you once allow of 
the Order of Biſhops and Archbiſhops, to Superintend every 
National Church, for the ſecuring its Peace, and maintaining 
the Profeſſion of One and the ſame Faith within it : I thinkthe 
ſame Motives will oblige you to allow of a Univerſal Paſtor, 
for having the like Care of the whole Church, Since Peace and 
Unity of Paith, is as Neceſſary, and ought as carefully to be 
maintain'd in the whole Catholic Church, as within any National 
one. 

Anſw. to Nub, Div. What an impudent Plagiary are-you, to quote theſe 

Teſt. Pref. Authors, without ever mentioning where yon ſtole them. 

Come, I have diſcoverd your Haunts; all theſe are found in 

Prim. Fath, xo Brerely's Proteſtant eApology. Thu # the Armoury out of which 

Tap. p30 You, and the Doughty Writers of the PopiſhChurch bave furniſhd 
your ſelves. One would have believ'd, that a Man fo particu- 
lar in Quotations, had been very converſant in theſe Writers : 
but I perceive, all that you have ſaid, is wholly ſtole ; nothing 
but an Vngrateful Plagium. 

Seek, What ſtrange Inſulting is this! Why, have I been 
Diſcourſing with you all This time, do you think, to ſhew my 
01 
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%n Parts, and out of a Vanity of being thonght one of great 
Reading, or to be ſatisfied concerning this Point of Controver ſie ? 
If the Reaſons of theſe Authors are proper in order to bring 
me and thoſe I am concern'd in, to a right underſtanding of 
thetruth of this matter, 'tis all I intend and deſire : and whe- 
ther they are immediately taken out of the Authors them- 
ſelves, or out of Brerely, "tis the ſame'thing to me ; ſince *tis 
the knowledge of the Truth, and the Peace of Conſcience is my 
Concern, and not the Ya-ityof being thought Learned. Well; 
but this Carping Reply of yours, makes me think, you have 
ſpoke lately with the An/werer ro Nubes Teſtium, who, almoſt 
in theſe very words of yours trium phs over the Author of that 
Collett:on upon this ſcore. s 

Div. It may bel have, there's no Diſgrace in that, I hope : 
Thar Anſwerer has ſo laid open the Compiler of Nubes Teſtinm, 
that he mult ſet a good Face on't, ever to look abroad again. 

Seck, You ſee he has look'd abroad again ina Reply to that 
eAnſwerer, and is ſo little concern'd for all that is urg'd a- 
gainſt him of this kind,that having own'd the Charge, hethinks 
himſelf, and his Cauſe, not at all injur'd by it. And to be ſeri- 
ous with you, 1 have conſider'd the whole matter with him ; 
and he aſſures me, his whole Deſign in publiſhing that Col- 
leftion, was, to ler his Country-men fee in alittle room, how 
favourably the Holy Fathers expreſs themſelves in behalf of 
ſuch Points, which your Palpits cry out againſt, as Inventions, 
Novelties, and Adaitions to the Primitive Church. So that in 
this Work he did not conſider himſelf, but the Cauſe for which 
he writ, and, as far as I ſee, all that opprobriows and 1nſulting 
Language vented upon this ſcore, is quite loſt upon him; for 
he values it not at all, You may think him #2cens'd and gall'd 


by it, as your Friend ſays he expeCted : But l cana(lure you of ,,;,;;. 
a contrary Effect ; and that if hecan but any ways contribute prixci 


to the opening the Eyes of his deluded Country-men, and ſher 
them, what was the Faith of the Primitive Church, which they 
deſire to follow , he's unconcern'd at all the Affronts, Re- 
proaches and Contempts his Adverfaries endeayor to caſt up- 
on him in this Performance : And therefore you ſee he thanks 
the Anſwerer for his Diſcovery. 

Djv. Can he be hearty in —_— ” for the —_— 

0 
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of that thing, which hath made him ridiculous and wholly con- 


Prim. Fath, wo temptible in the Eyes of all Scholars? This is one of the moſt 


Pap. Pe2le 


1h. pag. 20. 


extravagant things ] eyer met with in Print, and I cannot re- 
frain giving it its true Name, and telling the World, that I 
look upon it to be the very beighth of Impudence, for a Man to 
be ſo far from being aſham'd, or from bluſhing at that, which 
lays him ſo open to the World, and makes him to be hifs'd at 
and ridiculous to all Men, as to thank him for it, whomade him 


- ſuch an Object of Contemptand Deriſion. 


Seck, You ſpeak in the very words of that Anſwerer, and 
thoſe ſo Foul and Choleric, that theſe Expreſlions, in a Subject 
of Religion, are much worſe than that very Crime you ſo ve- 
hemently cry out againſt, If the Author of that Collefion 0 
Fathers had, like ſome, who Preachthemſclves inſtead of Chrifh, 
writ for himſelf, and not to ſhew the Truth of his Religion, 
this you ſo tragically urge , had been to the purpoſe : Bur 
at preſent, whilſt, in that little Treatiſe, he has let our Nation 
ſee what the Holy Fathers ſay upon thoſe Points of Contro- 
verſie, he has his whole aim. And the whole World is welcom 
to know, from whence he made that ColleCtion. For.when all 
is ſaid, it comes to this, That he has gather'd the choice Teſti- 
monies, ſcatter'd thronghout Twenty Volumes of F. Naralis 
Alexandre,into one little Book;and by publiſhing them in Latir: 
and Engliſh,has made it fit for the Capacity and Purſe of all Rea- 
ders. This he thought might be call'd a Colle&zor z and if you 
and his Adverſaries don't think fit, you may without any of. 
fence, give it what Title you pleaſe. The Book was publiſh'd, 
you know, without any Name; and it being to ſhew what Ca- 
tholics have to produce in behalf of their Relzg1on, 'tis ſufficient 
*'twasdone by one of that Church : I am told ſome of theChurch 
of England have gone farther than this, tranſcribing whole 
Books of the Papiſhs, and publiſhing them for good- Proreſtanr. 

Div. Well, but how improper was he for this Colleftion, 
whilſt he rely'd wholly upon the Credit and Honeſty of the 
Author, from whence he made it 3 and could neither anſwer 
for the genuineneſs of the Authors, nor the Sincerity of the 
Authorities, which he took wholly upon Truſt ? 

Seek, Troth, 1 would not have you urge this too far, *twill 
ruin, | fear, a great many of your Coat, who weekly, fromthe 
Pulpit, 
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Pulpit, tell their Auditory, what fuch and ſuch Fathers ſay, 
how the Chaldaic Verſion, and Septuagint have it, givethem the 
Opinion of ſuch Doors, Hiftorians, and Commentators, &e. 
and, many times, know no more of any of theſe, thianwhgt 
they take up upon Truſt, and at Second of Third Handyiy 
wonder therefore you preſs this Point ſo ſeverely agaiyſt your 
.Adverfaty, whichmuſt certainly fallvery heavily, it'it were of 
any weight, upon the G=ide-of your own Church, - Men treat 
generally with Authors, Hiſtorians, Commentators, &c. as they 
do with Servants and Friends; and fuch as, upon 1rial in matiy 
Particulars, they find Sizcere and Faithful, and upon the Aſſu- 
rance and Experience of others, are recommended as ſuch, 
they rely on without ſcruple. This is the Caſe of your Ad- 
verſary, as he told you in his laſt Reply, but you go on ſetting 
out the thingas a great Crime, without taking the leaſt notice 
of what he ſays; which yet, if not ſufficient to juſtifie him, 
will bring the whole World to be ſharers in the like Crime. 
Pray tell me, areall thoſe Fools, do you think, who relate 
what they hear from your Sermons, and read in your Books, 
before they have examin'd every Particular with their own 
Eyes, in the Authors you cite ? If they are, tell your Auditory 
ſo, and your Readers, and ſee what will be the Effett of this 
piece of Scepticiſm. *Tis true, thoſe who conſider, how many 
Falſities have been Preach'd from the Pulpirs of late Years 
how much Paſſion and Gall is found in your Books, have much 
more reaſon to ſcruple of truſting here too far, than ever your 
Adverſary had of F. Natalis. And upon this Conſideration, 
a Sober and Conſiderable Man of your Church, told me the 
other day, that he was reſoly'd to read no more Controverſie, 
becauſe he found you did not write ſo much for 77«th, as to 
make 2 Party, and caſt Aſperſions upon your Adverfaries. 
Div. But this is not the-chief Crimel prov'd againſt him : 
for beſides this, the Author he made uſe of, was condemn'd to 
the Flames but Two years before ;- and this brings the Com- 
Piler into a miſerable Condition by this Contempt of the 


Pope. Every body knows of the Brags of Diſcipline among Prim. Fat. us 
the Papiſts, and of their profeſs'd Obedience to the Pope : #p. p. 24+ 


but this Behavior of the Repreſenter, and of Sabran the Jeſuit, 
whom I catch'd in the ſame Crime and Diſobedience, will - 
D 2 tisfie 
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tisfie moſt People, how-little fome Mens Writings agree with 
their Practices, and what little credit is to be given to their ſo 
much celebrated Diſcipline, when thoſe that make the great- 
eſt noiſe about it, are at the ſame time diſcoyer'd to be the 
maſt notorious Offenders againſt it. 

Seek, This you have repeated over and over in ſeveral 
Pamphlets, but, like one blinded with Paſſion, you take no no- 
tice of his Anſwer in the Reply. He told you there, that he 
* profeſſedly owns the reading of Condemn'd Books ; and you 
may obferve farther, that this is ſo far from being a Contempe 
of the Pope, or any Diſobedience in him, that *tis rather a Duty, 
for one in his Poſt, he not doing it but with leave: and pray 
where's the Crimein this? Becauſe Fleſh is forbidden them in 
Lent, is it a Crime in thoſe, who eat" it with /cave ? You ſeem 
in this to talk very inconſiderately, and make a noiſe of great 
Diſcoveries,when you find nothing but what was Public before: 
- This looks like ſomething of an Aﬀected Vanity. But let that 
paſs, *tis all, at beſt, but an impertinent Cavil: for when the 
only Queſtion is, What wasthe Fudgment of the Primitive Fathers 
concerning our preſent Controverſies ? and there's a Set of Teſti- 
monies produc'd out of their Writings ;' what matter'sit,whe- 
ther the eAuthor that Colleted them, be Condemrd or no, ſince 
tis certain he was not Condemn'd for making that Collection ? 
Or whether the Publiſher was a Collettor or a Compiler ? This 
is all but throwing of Dirt, and a new Device of diverting 
the Reader. If the Teſtimonies be exatt, the whole Buſineſs is 
at an end, and all Enquiry beyond that, is nothing to the 
purpoſe. If a Sick Man has good Phyſic and Cordials given 
him, Proper for his Recovery; what matter's it, whether he that 
has ſo much Charity to adminiſter it, made it up with his own 
Handor no? Or whether the Cup in which he gives it, be his 
own, or borrow'd ? Yet theſe are the things you urge ſo often 
and toſhew your Parts, you do it as much in earzeſt, as if it 
were to the purpoſe. But here lies your Talent ; and as you 
Anſwer'd thoſe Authorities, ſoyou Reply to me. I have pro- 
pos'd to you ſeveral weighty Reaſons, and laid before you a 
great number of plain Teſtimonies, that ſeem convincing e- 
nough to carry the whole Buſineſs againſt you, concerning the 
Pope's Supremacyz and when one would heve expeCtted a full 
and 
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and ſatisfattory Anſwer from you, you put us off with only 
telling us, Thoſe Reaſons and T eſtimonies are in Brerely's Prote- 
ſtant Apology. Marry, and what then ? Do's this Anſwer the 
Rgaſons or Teſtimomes, or ſatisfie the Difficulties ? ls this any 
reaſon to Triumph? Juſt as much as he would have, who being 
run thro' with his Enemy's Sword, had ſo much Skill as to tell 
the Artiſ# that made it. 

Div. But did not that Anſwerer, beſides theſe Diſcoveries, 
Reply to every Teſtimonythere produc'd, and ſhew, that they 
were either wreſted from their true Meaning, or in ſome 
manner falſifi'd ? 

Seck, He do's pretend to that, and if you had done it here, 
it had been much more to the purpoſe than all this Cavil. 
But after all that Anſwerer has laid, I cannot yet be ſatisfi'd 
concerning this Point. For I find ſo many particular Paſſages 
in the Primitive Church, eſpecially within the Firſt Six hundred 
years, to which you challenge, which do ſo plainly ſeem to im- 
ply a Supremacy in the Biſhop of Rome above all other Biſhops, 
that I cannot think it to be, what he calls it, a Groundleſs Sw. 
premacy : I'll give you an account of ſome that ſeem to be moſt 
preſſing, and if I urge what is hinted in Nabes Teſtium, do you 
make me the Return of the Anſwerer, and if it be ſatisfaftory, 
I'll preſs no farther. 

Div. Content. 


Third Dialogue, 


Seeker, AT preſent therefore we are to take a view of what 
paſs'd within the Firſt Six hundred years after 
Chriſt, relating to the Subject of our preſent Debate. And 
whatſoever eAuthority, Furiſaition, or Superiority we find to 
have been acknowledg'd inthe Biſhop of Zome above all other 
Biſhops, that I ſuppoſe, according to your Principles, you'll 
likewiſe acknowledge as Good and Lawful. And fo far as this 
may be found in the PraCtice of the Church of thoſe Times, 
you'll own not to be Growndleſs. 
Divine, So far I am bound to confeſs, in the Principles - 
tac 


Two Rules of 
Gelafius 
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the Anſwerer, whoſe Perſon 1 now bear. And therefore make 
the beſt of your Search into thoſe Times. 

Seek, What think you therefore of Appeals made from all 
Churches and Biſhops, to the Biſhop of Rgme ? This one Point 
ſeems to me of great force; for ſince 4# Appeals are made 
from an Inferior to a Higher Court, Superior in Authority and 
Power, the Referring Cauſes already judg'd by other Biſhops, and 
Appealing from them to the Biſhop of Rome, 1s a Demonſtration 
of the. Biſhop of Rome being eſteem'd Superior to all other Prelates 
in eAuthority and Power. | 

Div, But you mult ſhew this to have been the confeſs'd Pra- 
Ctice of thoſe Firſt Ages. 

Seck, That's the thing I intend. But firſt hear two plain 
Rules rehbears'd by Pope Gelaſims, in his Epiſtle to the Bithops 
of Dardania in the Eaſtern Church. 1. According to the Ca- 


"nons, Appeals are to be made from all Parts of the World, to the 


Apoſtolic See of Peter ; but there can be,no eAppeal from that See 
t0 any other. 2. The whole Church throughout the World knows, 
that the See of the Bleſſed Apoſtle Peter, has a Power of Repealing 
any Sentence paſs'd by any other Biſhops whatſoever, Are not 
theſe very great Prerogatives of the Biſhop of Rome, and ſuch 
as ſet him in Furwdittion, Authority and Power, above all other 
Biſhops throughout the Chriſtian Church ? Conſider what it 
is, That, according to the Preſcript of the Canons, Appeals 
are to be made from A L L Parts of the World to the See 
of Rome ; And that from Rome there can be no Appeal to any 
other See. Is not this as muchas, That Rome has a Superiority 
over all other Sees, and that none is Superior to it ? Whatis it 
again, that the Biſhop of Rome may make void the Sentence of 
any other Biſhops ? Can this be done, but by a Superior eAutho- 
rity? What can be more plain than this ? And yet all this was 
deliver d within the time you require ; for Gelaſius died in 
the Year 456. and commanded this Epiſtle of his to be fent to 
all the Biſhops of the Eaſtern Church, both Orthodox and 
Schiſmatic. 

Div. What ſaid Dana 0n the like occaſion? Theſe are on- 
ly the Words of a Pope in his own Cauſe : and what do they 
ſignifhe ? If the Praice of the Church had been agreeableto 
theſe ſuppos'd Rules, 'twould be ſomething to the pn 
Seek, 
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” Seek.” This Epiſtle was writ to the Biſhops of the Eaſtern 
Church, againſt the Proceedings of Exphemixe Biſhop of Con- 
ftantinople ; and can you ſuppoſe Gelaſws Biſhop of Rome, to 
have writ thus, ſo poſitively aſlerting the Prerogative of his 
See, as a thing known toall the Churches of the World, un- 
leſs it had been grounded on Prattice, and a Receiv'd Rule 
throughout the World ? Had it been otherwiſe, he had cer- 
tainly ruin'd his own Cauſe, by ſolemnly claiming a Right 
which belong'd not unto him. But that you may perceive 
how far this was the PraCtice of the Church in thoſe Times, 


and a Right which the Biſhop of Rome might juſtly claim, you - 


may ſee it aſſented to and Confirm'd in the General Council 
held at Sards in the Year 347. in which were aſſembled more 
than Three hundred Biſhops, of which number were ſeveral 
of thoſe eminent Fathers, who had been Members of the great 
Council of Nice. In this Council then it was, that all this 
Power and Authority above mention'd, was by Law of the 
Church declar'd to be in the Biſhop of Rome. And accordingly 
it was thus Decreed. 


1. That if any Biſhop be condemn'd, and he thinks his Cauſe to 1 he 
be Good, he may Appeal to Julius Biſhop of Rome; and if the Bj- Council A 
ſhop of Rome judge that the Cauſe ought to be heard again, let it Sardic. 


be ſo, and let him appoint Judges : But if be approve the Sentence 
already paſs d, let it ſo ſtand as he determines it, Can. 3. 

2. That if any Biſhep be depos'd by the Sentence of the Neigh- 
boring Biſhops, and the Biſhop ſo depos'd Appeal to Rome ; let no 
other Biſhop be Inſtall d in his See after his Appeal, till the Canſe be 
decided by the Biſhop of Rome. Can. 4. 

3. That if any Biſhop, accus'd and depos'd by the Neighboring 
Biſhops, Appeals to the Biſhop of Rome, and be judges it fit that 
the Cauſe ſhould have a ſecond Hearing, let him pleaſe to write to 
the Biſhops of the next Province, to makg a ſtritÞ Examen into the 
Afair, and togive Sentence, according to what they find to be Fuſt, 
But if any one deſires, that hs Cauſe ſhould be heard. apain, and 
ſolicits the Biſhop of Rome to ſend Prieſts ( e latere ſuo) from 
his own Preſence, it ſhall be in the Power of the Biſhop to do what 
he thinks fit : And if he conceives it proper to ſend ſome havin 
Authority from him, to fit with the other Biſhops, and judge t 
Cauſe, let it be ſo done. But if he think it ſufficient, that = Bi- 

. yo. 
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ſhops already #here preſent ſhould give final Sentence, let him do what 
ſhall ſeem beſt in his moſt wiſe Fudgment. Can. 7. 

Here you ſee all that Authority mention'd above by Gela- 
ſirz,to be aſſented to, and confirm'd upon the Biſhop of Rome, 
by a General Aſſembly of the Prelates of the Eaſtern and We- 
ſtern Church, that is, of the whole Ca:bolic Church. And when 
1 ſeeall this ſo ſolemnly declar'd inthis Council; viz. 1, That 
any Biſhop from ANT P ART OF THE WORLD 
may Appeal to the Biſhop of Rome. 2. That nothing after the 
Appeal, ſhall be done 1n the Cauſe by any other Biſhops ; but thatit 
ſhall wholly depend upon the Deciſion of the Biſhop of Rome, 
3. That Appeals may be made from a Synod of ſeveral Biſhops, to 
the Biſhop of Rome z, and that the Biſhop of Rome may either ſend 
one with Commiſſion from himſelf, or appoint what Judges he ſhall 
think fit ; and that all ſhall ſtand to hu Determination. 1 cannot 

* but judge from hence, that the Chriſtians of thoſe Primitive 
Ages of the Church, did acknowledge a Supremacy in the Biſhop 
of Rome over all other Biſhops whatſoever. For tis impoſlible 
to conceive, that Appeals can be made to a Biſhop; that it 
ſhall be in his Power to confirmor make void the Sentence paſs'd 
by any other Biſhop or Biſhops of a Province z and that no Ap- 
peals ſhall be made from him to any other; without conceiving 
at the ſame time a Superior Authority, Power and Furiſdittion in 
him, above all ſuch 6tker Biſhops. And therefore, however I 
may wiſh it were ſo, yet I can't tell how, in reaſon, to call 
this, as you do, a Portentous Authority, a Groundleſs and Uſurp'd 
Supremacy. 

Div. This Attempt of this Synod is ſufficient to ſhew, that 
the Biſhop of Roe had no ſuch Power before that time. 

Seck, The Romaniſts undertake to ſhew, that this was the 
Practice of the Church beforethis time z and that *twas here 
ſolemnly declar'd, only in oppoſition to the Arians, who 
were diſpleas'd with the Biſhop of Rome, for having reſtor'd 

to their Sees, ſome Biſhops of the Eaſter» Church, who had 
been depos'd by their Faction.. But however this may be, I 
cannot but be ſurpris'd at this your Reply: For what ſignifies 
it, whether this Authority was in the Biſhop of Rome before 
this Council or no ; ſince we are not now diſcourſing of its 
Origin, and when it began z but whether there was any ſuch 


thing 
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thing within the Firſt Six hundred years? And therefore ſince 
this Council was held within that time, there's no more re- 
quir'd for the ending our preſent Controverſie. 


Div. The Canons of this Synod were admitted to no Au- Aw. to Nub. 
thority in the Church, becauſe they were not admitted into Tef p+ 23- 


the Code of the Univerſal Church, 

Seck, Do's therefore the Code of the Church give Authority 
to the Canons of a General Council ? The Synod of Sardis was 
approv'd and receiv'd inthe Church, and from this Authority 
of a General Council, do all the Canons of it become Authentic, 
whether they are inſerted intothe Codeor no. The ColleCtion 
of Canons has been only the Labor of Particalar Men ; and if 
the Church receiving it, or any General Comtil approving it, 
give it Authority, have not all the Canons of Sards the ſame 
Authority, in being Decreed and Approv'd by a General 
Council? Can you think that a Council, by approving any 
Collefjon of Canons, do's by this ACt maks void and anni all 
ſuch Canons, as are not inſerted in that ColleFion ? Shew this, 
and you'll come to the Point ; but till then you do nothing. 


Div. The beſt Anſwer any one can make for theſe Canons, Anſw. to Nub. 
is, that they were only a Preſent Temporary Proviſion limited to T*Þ+ p. 24- 


Fulins's Time, who was a Catholic, againſt the Emperor Con- 
ſtantizs, who was an Arian, 

Seek, 1s this the beſt? Then Iſee yon own now the being of 
ſuch Canons, and that they were Decreed by that Council. 
But you limit them to Juli the Pope then in being, in oppo- 
ſition to the Emperor an Arian, Were this true, 'twould be 
of ſome force in our Caſe : But as faras I perceive, there's no 
ſuch Limitation preſcrib'd in any part of that Council ; and 
this Expoſition of yours ſeems only a bare Conjefture or Pre- 
ſumption of your own, to help you out of theſe Straits. If 
there be any ſuch thing in the Council, ſhew it us. But | am 
convinc'd, that this is only a Chimzra of yours ; becauſe I ſee 
theliberty of Appealing tothe Pope approv'd by this Council, 
not only to concern the Biſhops within the Dominions of Con- 
ftantis the Arian, but likewiſe all other Biſhops in what part of 
the World ſoever, tho' under the Emperor Conſtans, who was 
altogether Orthodox, Had this Power of Appealing been con- 
fin'd, and limited to the Biſhops wy within the Empire of . 

| Con- 
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Conſtanti#, you had then ſomething to produce in; fayar of. 
what you pretend ; but at preſent your Exceptions againſt 
theſe Canons are only Cavils, and I think as Growndleſs as you 
ſay the Supremacy is. And to ſhew the nullity of this your Sup- 
poſition, you may obſerve, that theſe Canons of the Council 
of Sardis were in force in Africa long after the Death of this 
Emperor, and were ſo far from being judg'd a Temporary 


- Proviſion limited to Julius's Time, that they were inſerted into 


Brev. Can. art. 
£93 60. 


their Canon Law, upon the matter of Appeals tothe Pope, even 
in the following Century, as you may ſee in the Code of Ca-, 
nons made by Fulgentizs Ferandus Deacon of Carthage, who 
Regiſters theſe Decrees under the Titles of the Fifth and Sixth 
Canon of the Council of $ardica ; viz. That a Condemn'd Bi- 
ſhop may Appeal, if be will, tothe See Apoſtolic : and that during 
the Appeal, another cannot be ordain'd in his Chair. From whence 
tis evident, that your {imiting of theſe Decrees to 7ulius, ſeems 
little leſs than a vain Preſumption, This again you may ſee 
farther evinc'd from the Epiſtle of Pope Gelaſix tothe Biſhops 
of Dardania, who in the Age next following that Century 


* wherein the Council of Sardica was held, declares to thoſe 


maift. Feel. 1.2. 
C. 4+ 


Prelates, that it had beena Practice in the Biſhops of Rome his 
Predeceſlors, to receive Appeals from other Parts of the 
World, and to do Right to all. Hear his own words: Mej- 
ther do we omit to put. you in mind, ſays he, that the Apoſtolic See 
often, and according to tbe ancient Prattice, has Authority of Ab- 
ſolving, even without the aſſiſtance of a Synod, ſuch as had been 
unjuſtly condemn'd by a Synod ;, and of condemning, without calling 
a Synod, ſuch as juſtly deſerv'd it, If this were the ancient Pra» 
(tice of that See, 'tis beyond all queſtior,, that this Power of 
receiving Appeals was not limited. to Pope Fuliw, but was 
freely exercisd by others that Succeeded him in that Charge. 
And therefore if this be the Beſt Anſwer, as you. call it, to theſe 
Canons, I think the Beſt is but very Indifferent, and not enough 
to ſatisfie any ſerious Enquirer. 

And that this was ſo praCtis'd in the See of Rome after the 
Deceafe of Fulixs, there needs no other Argument than the 
Conſtitution of the Emperors Theodoſire and V alentinjan,which 
was publiſh'd, as Theodoret ſays, ſoon after the Sixth Council 
of Cartbage, wherein 'tisordain'd, That every Biſhop, that ha- 
ving 
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ving betn call'd by the Pope, ſhall refuſe to appear, ſhall be compell'd 
Sr by the Governor of the Province, And that there be 


no doubt left in this Point , the ſame Emperor Yalentinian, 


in his Letter to the Emperor Theodoſirs, gives an account of 4ppeal of Fla- 
Flavianuns Biſhop of Conſtantinople Appealing to the Biſhop of V3 


Rome, upon occaſion of a Controverſie ariling in a Concern 
of Faith : adding likewiſe of himſelf in the fame Epiſtle, 
That be waz oblig'd to preſerve inviolated the Dignity and juſt Ve- 
neration to the Bleſſed Apoſtle Peter, inaſmuch as the Holy Biſhop of 
Rome, r0 whom Antiquity bas given the Preeminence of Prieſthood 
above all, may have Liberty and Power to Fudge of eAMatters of 
Faith, and the Cauſe of Prieſts. And this was not in thetime of 
Jalizs, but a hundred years after. 


Div. If you intend by this Teſtimony, that the Sole Power 4aſw. to Nub. 
of Fudging Controverſies of Paith, 1s in the Pope alone, you muſt Te. p. 34 


remember how extravagant this DoCtrin looks to a great 
part of the Church of Rome, and therefore I think, you had 
better let this Teſtimony of Yalentinian alone. 

Seek, 1 ſee your Buſineſs now is only to embroil the Que- 
ſtion. We have no concern at preſent, whether thi Power be 
inthe Pope alone ;, neither do's this Teſtimony come up to that 
Point. 'Tis exprelly declar'dinit, 1. That the Biſhop of Con- 
{ſtantinople made his Appeal to the Biſhop of Rome. 2. That the 
Biſhop of Rome had a Principality of Prieſthood above all others. 
3. That be had Authority of Fudging Cauſes of Fatth and of Prieſts. 
This is what 1 undertook to ſhew you, viz. That the Power 
of receiving Appeals, was not limited to Fulins, but was Exer- 
ciſed by others his Succeſſors : and that the ſame his Swcceſſors 
had Awthority of Determining Cauſes in ſach Appeals. 

Div. This Biſhop of Conſtantinople did not Appeal to the 
Biſhop of Rome alone, but to a Synod of all the Weftern Bi- 
ſhops: therefore this do's not come up to your purpoſe. 

Seck, Andis this any diminution, do you think, to the Au- 
thority of the Biſhop of Rome, that the Appeal was made by 
Flavianuw to Himand to the Biſhops in Council with him? Juſt 
as much as he that Appeals to the King in Council or Parliament, 
affronts the Supreme Authority of the — The King's 
Authority is Supreme, whether Alone by himſelf, or with his 
Comncil or Parliament aſliſting : and ſd is likewiſe that of the 

E 2 Supreme 


= 


_— The Pope's Supremacy Aſſerted. 


Supreme Paſtor. But however, to wave this at preſent, I don't 
find, but that Flavianm Appeal'd tothe _— without thinking 
the calling of a Synod to be neceſſary for the Deciding his 
Cauſe : and therefore in his Epiſtle to Pope Leo, he thus ad- 
dreſſes himſelf to him: ey Cauſe wants only your Comfort 
and Defence, om you ought, by your own proper Conſent, to 
reduce all things to Tranquility and Peace again. For by this 
means the Hereſie and Commotions occaſion'd by it, will be eaſily 
' overcome, God giving a Bleſſing to your moſt holy Letters ; and 
_ the Synod, which # row talk, d on, will be excws'd. Here 
you ſee plainly, he do's not refer himſelf to a Synod, but to the 
Biſhop of Romealone, acknowledging it to be a Duty belong- 
ing to his Charge, to reſtore Peace to all, and That by his own 
proper Conſent, {1gnifi'd in his Letters. *Tis true, as Leo ſays 
ig his Epiſtle to Flavianw, Ep. 16% The moſt Pious Emperor be- 
ing ſolicutous for the Peace of the Church, was willing that a Synod 
ſhould be call'd. But then he adds, Altho'it be moſt evident, that 
our preſent Aff air do's not require to be Treated in a Synod. Thus 
you perceive, that here was moſt certainly an Appeal made 
from the Patriarch of Conſtantinople to Rome ;, and that to be 
determin'd by Pope Leo, to whom it belong'd to provide for 
the Peace of the Church. 
Appeal of An Many are the Inſtances that may be produc'd of Biſhops Ap- 
'0n. Fuſl. pealing from all Parts of the World to the Pope, after the 
Deceaſe of Julia, I ſhall content my ſelf with one or two 
more. And amongſt many others, that of e-Antonius is re- 
markable, who being promoted to the Biſhopric of Ffſala in 
Africa by St. Auguſtin, afterwards ſhew'd himſelf very un- 
worthy of that Dignity, to the great Scandal and Injury of 
thoſe under his Charge. Upon which a Synod being call'd, by 
the care of St. Auguſtin, he was ſoon reſtrain'd ;, and tho' not 
Depos'd, yet his Authority was much ſhortned by the Con- 
ſent of the Fathers. This Antonizs could not bear, and there- 
forecrying out againſt the Sentence of the Synod, pretending 
it to be contrary to the Canons, he Appeal'd to Boniface Bi- 
ſhop of Rome : And thither was. forthwith ſent all that had 
paſs'd in the Synod, and the whole Proceſs of the Cauſe. And 
Epif. 262+ St. Auguſtin direCted at the ſame time Letters to Celeſtinus the 
Succellor of Boniface, wherein he did not at all call ir queſtion bis 
Power 


= 
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Power of receiving ſuch Appeals, but gave him an account of 
the whole Afﬀair : and withal produc'd ſeyeral Inſtances of Bi- 
ſhops of eAfrica Appealing to Rome ; and then apply'd him- 
ſelt to him in theſe words : Take an account of what has paſs'd 
here in Africa, ſince the Deceaſe of that Perſon of Pious Memory 
Pope Boniface : and ſuccour thoſe, who more earneſtly deſire your 
help in the Mercy of Chriſt, than He do's from whoſe Vexations 
they deſire to be deliver'd, For the People are threatued with the 

noiſe of Judgments, open Power, and Military Force, as if to put 

in Executjon the Sentence of the See eApoſtolic, whether by him 

theſe Rumors are ſpread, or by public Fame, So that miſerable Men, 

they fear now being Catholics worſe from a Catholic Biſhop, 

than they did being Heathens, from the Laws of the Catholic Em- 

perors, Do not, I beſecch you, ſuffer theſe things to be, by the Blood 
of Chriſt, by the Memory of the eApoſtle Peter, who admoniſh'd 
the Chriſtian Prelates not to Tyrannize amongſt their Brethren. 
Here you ſee plainly Appeals made to the Pope after the Death 
of Fulius, and S. Augaſtin acknowledging them as Good and 
Lawfal; as likewiſe deſiring Pope Celeſdine to ſuccour thoſe 
that were injur'd, and proteCt the African Church from the 
Evils which threatned it. 


Another Inſtance is that of S.Fohn Chry/otom Biſhop of Con- Appeal. of 
ftantinople, who having been depos'd in a Synod, was ſent into S. Chryſofe. 


Baniſhment by Command of the Emperor; from whence be- 
ing ſoon recall'd, he was willing to eſtabliſh himſelf in his See, 
in virtue of the Canon of Antioch; but Theophilus Patriarch 
of Alexandria, who Preſided in the former Synod,. oppos'd 
him; and proving againſt him, that he had proceeded irre- 
gularly, and offended againſt the Canons, he was a ſecond 
time Depos'd, and coademn'd to perpetual Baniſhment. Up- 
on which he apply'd himſelf to Rome, having recourſe to 
Pope Innocent, as appears in his Letters of Appeal direCted 
to the ſaid Pope, to whom he thus addreſſes. himſelf: Write, 
'I beſeech you, and by your RO Decree, that theſe things, 
that have been ſo wickedly done , We abſent, and not reſu 
Fudgment , may be Void. Subjett them , who have done thus, 
to the Cenſure of the Church, And ſince I am innocent, having no- 
thing prov'd againſt me , and found guilty of no Crime, command 
that I be again reſior d to my See. In theſe. words, you ſee, is 
evidently, 
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evidently ackhowledg'd by S. Chry/oftom an Anthority in the 
Biſhop of Rome, of making void the Sentence of an Eaſtern Synod, 
of ſubjecting the Biſhops of the Eaſt, that had been Offenders, 
to the Puniſhment of the Eccleſiaſtical Laws, and of reſtoring 
him to his See : all which ſeems directly againſt your Pre- 
tenſions, and are Grounds ſufficient to ſupport all that is De- 

fin'd in the Council of Florence concerning the Supremacy. 
Anſw. to Nub, Div. S. Chryſoſtom {ent the Tame Epiſtle to Yenerim Biſhop 
T.p.31, of Milan, and to Chromatin: Biſhop of Aquileia: So that if - 
this Epiſtle prove any Prerogative for /»rocenrt, it will proye 
the ſame for YVenerins and Chromatins, and that I an ſure is no 

help towards a Supremacy. 
Seek. *Tis true, he writ likewiſe to theſe Biſhops ; but his 
words Scripſimus iſta ad Venerium Mediolan, &c. can import no 
+ more, than that he had given them an account of 'the Wro 

that had beendone him , and likely, deſir'd their aſſiſtance for 
his Relief : But I can't find, that in any of his Letters tothem, 
he uſes any of thoſe Forms of Appeal, as he do's to the Pope. 
Do's he ſay to them, Youchſafe to command by your Authority, 
that what bas been done againſt me, may be invalid, and the Aftors 
chrif”. ad Innec, p#niſh'd according to the Canons ? Do's he ſay to them, Of one 
Epift. 2. thing I beſeech you, that altho' thoſe, who have moleſted us with 
theſe Troubles, are ſick of an — and incurable Difeaſe ; 
yet if they will but remedy =_- things, that then they may not be 
Puniſh'd nor Interdifted ? If it were manifeſt that he had thus 
apply'd himſelfrto thoſe Biſhops, making a Formal Appeal unto 
them, or requiring them to exert their Authority in Repealing 
the Sentence pals'd againſt him, in Puniſhing the Offenders, in 
Reſtoring him to his Biſhopric, 'twould have beenno help, as you 
fay, towards a Supremacy : but ſince he had recourſe in rhis 
manner to Pope Innocent; and we know no more of his Letters 
to the other Biſhops, but Scripſimns 5ſta: I look upon this 
Appeal of his, as 'a great Argument for the Supremacy of the 

See of Rome. 
Anſw. 1 Nub, Div, This Letter of Chryſoſtom was not ſent to Innocent in 
Teh. ib, particular, but to ſome other _— with him, which I take 
to be the Biſhops of his Dioceſe, and therefore yields no aſſi- 
ſtance towards the proving a Particular Prerogative for Im. 
cent in this Caſe ; For 'tisobſeryable, that the Addreſs = = 
piſtle 
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Epiſtle rung altogether in the Phurs Number,Congruutn robur ac 
ftudium ſumite : Scribite, precor, & authoritate veftra decernite. 

Seek, This ſeems to be hothing but a Cavil:: for if you ob- 
ſerve, as he writes to the Pope in the Plural Number, fo like- 
wiſe in the ſame Epiſtle, he ſpeaks of himſelf in the Plural 
Number too z eAbſentibu: Nobss, & judicium non Declinanti- 
bus; We being abſent, and never refuſing to appear. - So that if 
from hence may be prov'd, that the Letter was directed, not 
to the Pope alone, but to others joyn'd with him ; it likewiſe 
proves, that Chry/oſtom was not alone the Perſon condemn'd by 
the Synod, caſt out of his See, and that writ this Epiſtle, but 
ſome others with him z which I take to be but a vain and 
groundleſs Inference. But I am fatisfi'd you cannot be igno- 
rant, how weak this Exception of yours is; fince you muſt 
nceds know, that 'twas a Cuſtom, and is now, amongſt the 
Authors both of the Eaſt and Weſt, when they writ to any Per- 
ſon of Worth and Honor, to make their Addreſs to him in the 
Plural Number : ln this manner writ Exſebzus of Milan to Pope 
Leo ; the Biſhops of Syria to Fuſtinian : And in this Style run 
all our Proclamations, in which the King always ſpeaks in the 
Plural Number, whether iſſued out by Advice of his Council, 
or no. But however, the Doubt is eaſily remov'd by the 1»- 
ſcription of the Letter, which is direCted to the Pope alone ; and 
ſo 'tis cited by Palladins and Pbotius. 

Div. You go hitherto all upon a Miſtake : for Chry/oftom 
did not Appeal from the Synod that condemn'd him, to the 
Biſhop of Rome ; but toa General Council, as is apparent from 
this Epiſtle it ſelf to /mnocenr, wherein he ſays, that he did 
Appeal to a Thouſand Fudzes, and was prepar'd to clear himſelf 
before the whole World. 

Seek, This isno Evidence of what you pretend; and ſeems 
not ſo much an Appeal to a General Council, as a manner of Ex- 
preſſion familiar to ſuch as look upon themſelves wrongfully ac- 
cd, and are earnelt to clear themſelves : nothing being more 
common to Men in theſe Circumſtances, than, after having 
proteſted their Innocence, to profeſs themſelves willing and 
ready torefer their Cauſe to the Hearing of the whole World, 
and to Appeal to the, whole Church. But ſuppoſe he did Appeal 
toa General Council,as Sozomen ſeems to relate it,this was _ 

is 


Ibid. 
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his Condemnation, and likely only to ſtop the Fury of his 
Judges and Adverfſaries. But when he ſaw this could not be 
effefted, the Emperor and Empreſs being his profeſſed Ene- 
mies, and Sentence was now paiſs'd upon him, he then referr'd 
his Cauſe to Rome, and Appeal'd to the Pope. And pray, what 
greater Argument for his Supremacy than this ? 

Div. But Innocent did not pretend to give Judgment in the 
Quarrels betwixt Theophilus and S. Chryſoſtom, but told him, 
that There muſt be a Synod, which neither ſide could make Exce- 
ptions at, to put an end to this Bufmeſs : Upon which account 
Innocent did requeſt of Hoxprins, to call a Weſtern Council, 
which the Emperor readily did. 

Seck. This again, I think, don't reach- your Point : for 'tis 
certain Pope Innocent, after the Appeal made to him, did firſt 


Pal. in Vit. annul the Sentence pronounc'd againſt S. Chry/oſtom, as Pal- 
Cbryſ. 


"Jadins, a faithful Writer of this Hiſtory, aſſures us, who ſays, 
That Innocent having receiv'd both Parties into hs Communion, 
decreed that the Fudgment of Theophilus ſhould be void and abro- 
gated, and another Synod be call d ont of the Eaſt and Weſt, Ge- 
laſius confirms the ſame in his Epiſtle before mention'd, in 
which he writes, that A Synod of Catholic Prelates having con- 
denn'd John Biſhop of Conſtantinople, the See Apoſtolic alone 
Abſolv'd him, becauſe it conſented nor to it. And the Juſtice of 
this AbſoJution was afterwards acknowledg'd by Cyrilles 
the Succeſſor of Theophilus, and by eAtticus who ſucceeded 
St. Chryſoſtom, whoſe Letters upon this Afﬀair may be ſeen at 
length in Nicephorus Calixtus. And now the Pope having thus 
judg'd of the YValidityof the _ and decree'd that the Ser-- 
ence pronounc'd againſt S. Chryſoſtom by the Eaftern Synod, 
ſhould be Nl; what Inconvenience in his requiring after- 
wards, that the whole Controverſie ſhould be throughly en- 
quir'd into by a General Council for the ſatisfaCtion of all Par- 
Lies, and preventing all Jealouſtes that poſſibly might other- 
wiſe be rais'd betwixt the Churches of the two Empires ? 
This is nothing but what we ſee order'd above in the Council 
of Eardica, viz. That if the Pope, upon recourſe had to him, 
did judge the Appealants Cauſe to be good, he might Repeal 
the Sentence pals'd againſt him ; and after ſuch a Repeal, 
might order a new Proceſs to be made, and name the Judges 


to 
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togive a Final Deciſion. - All this-therefore of the Pope de- 


ſiring of the Emperor, that a Council mightbe aſſembled, is no - 


Injury to his Authority, but rather an Inſtance of it, wherein 
he proceeded according tothe Canons of Sardica, in receiving 
the Appeal, abrogating the Judgment paſs'd, and appointing 
new Judges for a Second Hearing. Thus therefore” ſtood this 
Affair, and I don't ſee all the Exceptions you have made againſt 
it, are any advantage to you in your Deſign of overthrow- 
ing the Pope's Authority. 


Another Inſtance is that of Athanaſius, who being expelPd The caſe of 
his See of eAlexanaria, by a FaCtion of the Arians, was after- 4rbanyſ. 


wards reſtor'd to it again by the Command of Faiixs Biſhop of 


Rome. 
Div, I don't find, that Athanaſius Appeal'd to Rome. 


Seek, But 'tis found, that Acbanaſins came to Rome, being Athan. Ayol.2. 


calld, and having receiv'd Letters from us, fays Julius. So that 
at leaſt 'twas the Pope's Letters brought him thither. But this 
I don'tinſiſt on: 'tis more remarkable, that all that had been 
aCted againſt eAthanaſias in the Synod at Antioch, was argu'd 
of Nullity, becauſe that Council was _— without the Con- 
ſent of the Biſhop of Rome. Sozomen is Very expreſs in this, 
relating in his Church Hiſtory, ib. 3. How Fulius reprehended 
thoſe who had been aſſembled at Antioch, for clandeſtinly making 
Innovations contrary to the Council of Nice, and that tranſgreſſing 
the Laws of the Church, they had not call d him to the Council : for 
that there was a Sacerdotal Law, which pronounces all thoſe Atts to 
be void, which were reſolv'd on without the Approbation of the--Bi- 

p of Rome. Socrates gives the ſameaccount, Hiſt. Eccl.l. 2. 
ſaying, That the Biſbopof Rome was not there, neither had he ſent 
. any in his place, altho' the Eccleſiaſtical Canon orders, That no De- 
crees beeſtabliſh'd for the Church, without'the Conſent of the Biſhop 
of Rome. 


Dw. Theſe two Hiſtorians ſeem to ground what they: Asſw. to Yub. 
write, upon 7ul;us's Letter to the Orientals ; and if they did, Teft p. 2g. 


they are guilty of two great Miſtakes : 1. In ſaying there 
was ſuch a Canon, whereas the Letter it ſelf pretends to no 
more, than that there was ſuch a Cuſtom. 2. In thinking the 
Letter to be Fuliws's own, whenas it was a Synodical Letter 
Penn'd only by Falins ; and by Ut primum nebis ſcribatur, was 

F meant 
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meant the Weſtern Biſhops, whoſe Letter it was; and not Fu- 
liss's in particular. 
Seek, Here you go upon your Ifs. If they did ground whar 
they write upon Julius's Lerter, they are guilty of two Miſtakes. 
But what if they did not, then what 1s all you ſay to the pur- 
poſe ? Theſe Hiſtorians relate this matter of FaCt poſrzvel 
and abſolutely, without any pretext of grounding it on Julixs's 


' Letter; and therefore when you come with your /f they groind- 


ed it on this Letter, you. only cavil, but bring no ſolid Exce- 
ption. And if Fulizs demanded only of the Eaſtern Biſhops, 
whether they did not know, T hat the Cuſtom u, that We ought 


firſt to be written to, that what was juſt might be determin'd hence : 


Methinks, this is enough to overthrow your Cauſe; for if this 


was the Cuſtom and Prattice of the Charch in thoſe days, there 


needs no-more to eſtabliſh the Swpremacy of the Biſhop of 
Rome. Preſcription in this Caſe is equivalent to a Law ; and 
if nothing could be validly determin'd in a Synod, withont the 
Pope's Conſent, whether this was founded upon an Eccleſiaſtical 


. Canon, or upon the Prattice of the Church, 'tis much at one as 


to this Point. | 

Div. Monſieur Caunoy will ſhew you, that Fulius himſelf 
went upon a great miſtake; ſince there is no Canon in the Code 
of the Univerſal Church, nor in the Ancient Code of the Church 
of Rome, that makes any mention of ſuch a thing. 

Seek. How do's this prove Falins in a Miſtake, whenas yon 
faid juſt now, Flix do'snot fpeak of any Carer, but only of a 
Cafiom ? | fear you forget your ſelf. If there was ſuch a Cuſtom, 
Falius, you ſay, affirms nomore : and your proving it to have 
no place in the Code of the Church, will not be ſerviceable in 
this Cafe, unleſs you could firſt prove, that there was no Gu- 

om of the Church, but what was made into a Canon, and in- 
ſerted into that Code ; which you have not done yet, and 1 
apprehend will be a Task of ſome difficulty. | 

Div. Well, let this be how it will, theſe Hiſtorians were 
miſtaken, in thinking; that Letter to be Flins's own, whenas 
"Twas 2 Synodical Epiſtle, ſent in the name of all the Weſtern 


How were they miſtaken in this, when they mention 
nothing at all of this Epiſtle? They make an Hiſtorical Ry- 
| lation 
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lation of the matter of Fact, without one Syllable or Hint of 
Fulins's Letter; and yet you will needs: fappoſe, that they * 
grounded all on this, and then pretend to prove they were 
miſtaken : Burt firſt you are to prove, what you hitherto only 
ſuppoſe, and then you may go on with much more reaſon. And 
how do's your Ur primum nobis ſcrihatnur, That We frft to 
be written to, evince, that this was not Zaliws's parricalar Letter, 
but from all the Weſtern Biſhops, whenas you know, as i41- 
ready ſhewn, that the Phraſe of 2 Private Letter'did often run 
in the Plural N amber ? And if there-be mention of Near 169, 
To All as, and this ſhould import a Syzod; *tis certain ftill, 
that Falius was Chief of this Synod, and that the Wefern Bi- 
ſhops of themſelves had no Aut berein this Cauſerelating 
to the Eaſtern Church, but only as being Aſiftants to the Pape, 
and in Council with him, who had a Saperintendency over the 
Whole Catholic Charch. And therefore, to let you fee, in whom 
the Authority was lodg'd, you may obſerve, that however there 
was a Synod, yetthat 1. eAthanaſins came toRome by the Ci- 
ration, not of the Synod, but of Fulis, as Theodoret relates it. Theod. Hip. 
2. That Euſcbius having done 1 the Council of Antioch, what be £511, 2.6.4. 
pleasd, ſent an Embaſſador to Julius Biſbop of Rome, requirin 
him to be Fudge in the eAffair of Athanalius, and to call the Cauſe 
before him as Socrates has it. Js That Fulins, y the Infor- Soc. I.2. C11 
mation of one of the Parties, as the Common Judge, did «p- 
point them both # Day ſor their appearing, and that according 
to the Canons : Faulws, ſays Theodoret, proceeding according to Theod. ib. 
the Canon of the Church, commanded the Euiebians to preſent them- 
ſelves at Rome; and likewiſe order'd the Divine Athanaſius, 
ro anſwer in the Court for himſelf, ' 4, That after the Abſolu- 
tion of Athanaſius, Urſaciuvs aud Valens the Chief of the Arians, 
ſeeing themſelves excluded from the Communion, came in Perſon 
#0 crave Pardon of Julius: Biſhop of Rome, for having condemn'd 
an Innocent ;, as'tis related by Swlpitius Severus. 5. That theſe Hip. Sac. 1, 2. 
two Arians, in the A of their Penance given in Writing to 
the Pope, thus expreſs themſelves :. We confeſs to your Holineſs, 
in preſence 'of all your Prieſts, our Brethren, that all thoſe things 
that are cometo your Ears againſt Athanalins are falſe and feipn's : 
and for, this cauſe we earneſtly deſire. to: be. admitted to Communion 
with him : and principally, becauſe your Pier, ſender" 
2 00d- 
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Goodneſs, hat vouchſafed to pardon our Error. And we promiſe, 


» that if thoſe of the Eaſt, or Athanaſius himſelf; do maliciouſly call 
- #s t0 Judgment, ' we will not depart from what you ſhall ordain. $9 


Athan. Apol.2. Athanaſms and Sozomen, Theſe Particulars ſeem clearlyto 
So&.Hift. Ecct. demonſtrate, who was the Fudge in this Cauſe, and in whom 


þ. 3. 6 22. 


The Caſe of 


Ceciltan. 


Ftift. 162. 


« the Authority lay : For whilſt we ſee all the Application made 
to the Pope, that the Cauſe was referr'd to Him by the Eaſtern 
Biſhops ; that the Arians repenting of their falſly accuſing 4- 
thazaſius, ask'd Pardon of Him, deſir'd of Him to be admitted 
. again into the Church ; preſented their Af of Penance to 
Him z acknowledg'd that He had pardon'd their Error, and 
promis'd for the future to ſtand to # Arbitration : it ſeems 
very evident, that the Pope was the Jaage in this Aﬀair, and 
. that the Synod of Biſhops, were only as Aſſiſting, or in Coun- 
Li] with him, 

One more Inſtance I'll produce of this kind, and that is the 
Caſe of Cecilianws Biſhop of Carthage, who having the Dona- 
tiſt Biſbops of Africa his Enemies, had been ſeverely Perſecu- 
ted by them, and Condemn'd in ſeveral of their Synods, in 
which aſſiſted the Primate of Numidia ; and yet S. Auguſtin 
in a Letter declares to ſome of thoſe Biſhops, that, notwith- 
ſtanding all that had been done againſt him, Cec:lianus had no 
reaſon to be: much concern'd, becauſe he was in Communion 

-with the Biſhop of Rome, before whom he was ready to clear 
-himſelf, if his Adverſaries ſhould at any time endeavor to re- 


move himfrom his See. Hear S. gin own words : Se- 


cundus(Primate of Numidia) ought to have been the more careful 
in not diſturbing the Peace, inaſmuch as Carthage was a Capital 
-City, from whence the Evil would fpread it felf throughout all 
Africa.—/t had beſides a Biſhop of great Authority, who might 
:contemn his numerous Adver faries conſpiring againſt him, becauſe 
be ſaw himſelf in Comminunion with the Church of Rome,” in which 
has always flonriſh'd the Prerogateve of the Apoſtolic Chajr, and 
likewiſe withoather Nations, from whence Africa firft receiv'd the 
Goſpel, where be was ready td juſtifie himſelf, if his Adverſaries 
ſhould endeavor 'to alienate from him thoſe Churches. The Empe- 
ror. Conſtantine was importuri'd afterwards by the Donariſtsto 
decide this Conteſt 3-but*he referr'd it to be Judg'd by Met. 
«biades Biſhop of Rome, together with three other Biſhops of 


France : 
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France : in order to'which the Emperor thus writ to the Pope : 
I judg d it fit, ſays he, that Cecilianus, together with Ten Biſhops 
that accus'd him, and Ten others whom he thought neceſſary for his 
Defence, ſhould Sail to Rome, and there his Cauſe be heard before 
you, and likewiſe before Rheticins, Maternus, aud Marinus your 
Collegues, whom I hate order'd to haſten to Rome, according to 
"what the moſt Holy Law of God, as you know, requires, Upon 
which S. Aguſtin thus writes to the Donatiſts : Tour Prede- 
ceſſors, ſays he, referr'd the Cauſe of Cecilianus to Conſtantine 
the- Emperor ;, but becauſe Conſtantine did not preſume to be 
Fuage in the Cauſe of a Biſhop, he committed it to be decided by 
Biſhops ® which was ——_ done in the City of Rome, Mel- 
chiades Biſhop of that Church Preſiding, with many other his Col- 
legues, Now theſe French Biſhops were put in Commiſſion, 
at the Requeſt, as S. Auguſtin obſerves, of the Donariſts, who 
deſird the whole Cauſe might be referr'd to them, becauſe 
they ſuſpefted Melchiades, who always communicated with 
Cecilianus, However, the Emperor knowing to whom the 
Cauſe did rightly belong, brought it before the Pope, and tho' 
he had other Collegues aſliſting with him, yet 'twas the Bi- 
ſhop of Rome Preſided, 'twas he pronounc'd the final Sentence, 


Ipſins Beati Melchiadus ultima eſt prolata Sententia, ſays S. Au- Ftp. 162. 


guſt. Which the ſame Father expreſles again moſt clearly in 


another place, writing to Primianus : Vouchſafe to entertain, £9"c. 2. in 


ſays he, Cecilianu, who 1 innocent : he refus'd to appear before 
your Predeceſſors, and reſerv'd his Cauſe to the whole World, as 
you did to the Council of Numidia : iff the See of Bagai declar'd 
You innocent, how much more did the See Apoſtolic diſcharge Him ? 
From all which tis very remarkable, 1. That tho' Ceci- 
lianus had been Condemn'd by ſeveral Synods in Africa, yet, 
according to S. eAuguſtin, he might ſtill Appeal to the Biſhop 
-of Rome, and from thence expect Reliet againſt the Attempts 
*of his Adverfſaries. 2. That the Emperor refus'd to be Fudge 
in the Caxſe of Biſbops, but committed it to be heard by the 
Biſhop of Rome, to whom, as.he ſays, the Law of God oblig'd 
himtorefer it. 3. That tho'other Biſhops were joyn'd with 
the Pope, yet'twas in compliance with the Requeſt of the Do- 
zatiſts ;, and that the Pope was ſtill Chief, and Fudge in the 
Cauſe, by whom, as S. Auguſtin ſays, Cecilianus was _—__ 
4. That 
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4. That what S. Angu/tm Diſcours'd upon this Subjet of 
Ceciliann:'s Appeal to Rome, was not founded on the Canons 
of Saraica, which were unknown to Him and to the Africans ; 
and conſequently that this was the Rule and PraQtice of the 
Church, independent of thoſe Canons. 


Anſw. to Nub, Div. This inſtance is too weak for your Deſign, and to very 


Teſt. I'D 33s 


little purpoſe, ſince in this it appears, that ſeveral other 
Churches, as well asthat of Rowe, 1d enjoy the Prerogative of 
* having an Apoſtolical Chair. 

Seck. 1 ſee noſuch thing aſſerted by S. eAgs/ſtin in this 
Paſſage: But however, ſuppoſe this to be ſo; yet where is it 
ſaid of any other Church, what is here afftirm'd, by this great 
Dodtor,of the See of Rome, viz. Romane Eccleſia in qua S E M- 
PER wviguit Apoſtolice Cathedre PRINCIP ATUS., Init 
bu ALW ATS fuuriſu'd the PRINCIP ALITY of 
the Apoſtolic Chair ? Let other Churches have the Prerogarzve 
of an Apoſtolical Chair, yet if in the See of Rome has always 
fouriſh'd the Principality of this Prerogative, as S. Auguſtin ſays, 
'tis all, I preſume, the Komaniſts pretend to, and what they are 
like to carry without difficulty, if there be no Exceptions of 
greater moment,than what you have propos'd, which deſerve 
no farther conſideration z and therefore I proceed to enquire, 
what farther Grounds are to be found in Antiquity for the 
Supremacy, which you ſo zealoufly impugn, in contradiftionto 
the Komeni/ts. X 


— — = 
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_ we have chiefly confin'd our Search with- 
in the matter of Appeals : now we'll take a lit- 
tle more compaſs, and enquire anto all thoſe Acts, that are 
the beſt Arguments of Eccleſiaſtical Power; to wit, The Preſs- 
ding in Councils, giving Authortty to their Decrees, or making them 
wid, the Conderming of Hereſues, Excommunicating the Obſti- 
«re, 8&rc. If wefind the Biſhop of Rome Exerciſing theſe Atts 
©piverſally, and by a {ingular Prerogative above all other Bi- 
ſhops an the Primizzue Church, we muſt then neceſſarily. con- 


clude, 
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clude, that his e Authority and Power was Supreme, above that 
of all other Prelates of the Church. And Firſt as to Comntils, 
pray obſerve how the Pope's Authority did ina moſt particular 
' manner-ſhew it ſelf in thoſe Aſſemblies; and to-inſtance only 
in Twoof them, viz. of Epheſws and Chalcedon. 
And Firſt, as to the Epheſine Council,'tis evident from Cele- coun, of s- 

ſtin's Letter cited in the Firſt Part of the Conncil, cap. 15. pbeſ- 
That tho' the Cauſe was of Neſtorius Biſhop of Conſrantinople, 
Patriarch of the Faſt, and the Conncil held at Epheſws, likewiſe 
inthe Eaſtern Church ,, yet that the Biſhop of Rome was ſo far 
hereconcern'd, that he ſubſtituted Cyril Biſhop of Alexandria 
in his Place, to Preſiden the Council ; and order'd him to De- 
poſe _— if he did not Recant within the time prefix'd 
him ; T aking upon you the eAuthority, ſays he to Cyril, of our - 
Chair, ſupplying our Place, and uſing our Power, ſee this Sentence 
with all rigor executed upon bim. And the Fathers of the Coun- 
cil themſelves confeſs'd, that what wasexecuted here, was by 
Commiſſion from the Pope : And therefore in the Second Aion, 
giving an account tothe Pope's Legarsof what had paſs'd in the 
Council before. their arrival, they tell them, That Cyril of 
Alexandria, who is at the Head of all the reſt, repreſents Czle- 
ſtin, whoſe Place be holds. Then the Letters were read, ſent 
from the Pope by his Legates, and the Fathers, A#. 1. own 
his Authority in profeſſing, that Being oblig'd by the Holy Ca- 
non:, and by the Letter of our Holy Father and Fellow- Mimiſter 
Czleſtin B:ſhop of Rome, we proceed, ſay they, ro pronounce this 
mournful Sentence againſt him. And Firmus Biſhop of Ceſarea 
declar'd that the Synod bad obſerv'd the Rule preſerib'd Le 
Holy See. Upon which one of the Legates return'd the Coun. 
cil Thanks, eM. 2. For that they were united | 7 ay Holy Ac- 
clamations to their Holy H E AD ; adding, "twas con- 
feſs'd by all eAges, that Peter, the Prince and Head of the eApo« 
ſeles, the Pillar of our Faith, and Foundation of the Catholic Church, 
receiv'd from Chriſt the Keys of bus Kingdom ; That be at this 
time lives,and will always in his Succeſſors,and exerciſe this Power : 
and 'tis h:s Succeſſor, our Bleſſed > Celeſtine, who bas ſer ns to 
this Synod, to ſupply bus Place. After this, the Aﬀts of the Conn- 
cil being read, they Confirm'd them according to the Autho- 
rity given them by C's/eſtin,who again Confirm d them at _ 

ere 
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- Here you ſee, how far the Biſhop of Rome exerted his An- 
thority z infomuch, that tho'.this was a Synod held in the 
Eaſtern Church, and in the Cauſe of the Patriarch of Conſtam- 
»ople, yet that the Pope claim'd it as his R1ght, to Preſids there ; 
and becauſe he covld not be preſent, ſubſtituted Cyril in his 
Place, ordering him to execute Sentence upon Neſtorixs, if he 
did not Repent : 'and that this he was to perform, by the Au- 
thorityof the See of Rome, and by the Power of Celeſtin Dele- 


' gatedto him. Are not theſe Great things of the Biſhop of 


Rome, and undeniable Arguments of his Authority and Power 
above cther Biſhops and Patriarchs ;, ſince we ſee all this in a 
General Council of the Eaſt, without any Demur, Surpriſe, or 
ContradiCtion of any of the Fathers there? And then to hear 
the Pope ſtil'd the Z E.AD of that Council, the Succeſſor of 
8, Peter, Prince and Head of the Apoſtles ; is not this a Con- 
tradiction, doyou think, to your Pretences ? 

Dzv. T hisof the Council of Epheſws ſignifies nothing at"all, 


this is a Controverſie not to be decided by what Thi Pope, or 
That Legate ſaid: And therefore 1 paſsit by. 

Seek, And had you not as good have pals'd it by, without 
ſaying any thing at all? For tho' you fay, ir ſignifies nothing, 
what ſatisfaCtion is this to any one, who ſees the very thing 17 
diſpute here thus plainly acknowledg'd inthe very Prattice of the 
Council ? The Pope's Power, Authority and Headſbip, are poſi- 
tively here claim'd and expreſs'd. Had the Fathers any ways 
oppos'd themſelves, pretending all this to have been a Uſurpa- 
tion, a Portentous Authority, a Groundleſs Supremacy, as you do, 
you had certainly thought it much to your purpoſe; and do's 
It ſignifie juſt nothing, when {0 _ an Aſſembly owns and /ub- 
mits to it? Iam fatish'd, had the Fathers there _— been 
Men of your Church, they had never behav'd themſelves in this 
manner. And however you make »othing of all this, yet I que- 
ſtion not, there's enough in this Council, to convince any 
Thinking Man, that the Members of that Auguſt Aſſembly, 
were not acquainted with your Principles. 

Secondly, "This Point is again clear'd inthe Council of Chal- 
cedon, / the greateſt of all the Councils, conſiſting of 630 Bi- 
ſhops, in which the Legates of Pope Leo Preſided, as. appears 


in 


The Pope's Supremacy Aſſerted. 


in his Letters to the Emperor and the Council ; and this 
without any Conteſt, tho' in Preſence of Dioſcorm Patriarch 
of Alexandria, the Party chiefly concern'd, and of eAnatolius 
Patriarch of Conſtantinople, Here then it was, that ſeveral 
Articles having been drawn vp and prov'd againſt Dioſcorm, 
the Principal of which were; 1. That hehad forbid the Let- 
rers of Pope Leo to be read in the Synod of Epheſus. 2. That he 
had preſumptuouſly dar'd to Excommunicate the ſaid Leo Biſhop 
of Rome.. 3. That being thrice Summon'd, he refs d to appear 
in the Synod, Paſchaſirins one of the Pope s Legates made this 
Declaration to the Council, At. 1. We have in our Hands the 
Commands of the Bleſſed and Apoſtolic Prelate of the City of Rome, 
whous the HE AD OF ALL CHURCHES, wherein 
be has ordain'd, that Dioſcorus ſit not in Council ; and that if 
be attempt it, he be caſt out. After which the whole Matter 
being Diſculs'd, the Legates pronounc'd Sentence of Depo- 
ſition againſt him ; and pray obſerve the Form: Upon which 
Conſideration, ſay they, the moſt Holy and Bleſſed Leo, Archbi- 
ſhop of Great and Old Rome, by ws, and by this Holy Synod here 
preſent, together with the moſt Bleſſed Apoſtle Peter, the Founda- 
tion and 1 op of the Catholic Church and Faith, has Depos'd him 
from his Epiſcopal Dignity, and likewiſe from any mbre performing 
the Funttion of Prieſt, And this Sentence thus given by the 
Pope's Legates, was unanimouſly Subſcrib'd by all the Biſhops. 
Now don't you think, that in this manner of proceeding 
there's ſomething that ſpeaks the Pope's eAuthority to be very 
grear, and even Sxperior to all other Patriarchs and Biſhops 
while you ſee his Legates thus eCting in ſo great a Council of 
the Eaſtern Church, without any Exception of the Fathers ? 
Do's not this Practice clear the Matter under Debate, as 
much as any Canon of the Code could do? But this is not all ; 
for the Emperor's Delegatcs did in preſence of this General 
Council declare, that according to former Canons, and the De- 
poſitions thence alledg'd, this Superior Power and Principal 
Charge, did belong to the Biſhop of Rome, 2s you may ſee in 
P Abbe treating of this Council. And what is above all, this 
great Aſſembly of Fathers writ an excellent Synodical Epiſtle to 
Pope Leo, wherein they declar'd Dioſcorrs to have been juſtly 
Depos'd, for having furiouſly ſer himſelf againſt Him to __ 
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the Care of the Vineyard was committed by Chriſt, that &, adds this 
Council, Yow Holineſs, And then expreſly owning his Au- 
thority, they thus conclude : Ton Preſided in this Council, as 
the HEAD OVER THE MEMBERS, ſhewing u« 
your Goodneſs in thoſe who fill” d your Place ; and the faithful Em- 
perors Preſided there for Ornament or good Order. T hen they re- 
queſted the Pope to Confirm what, they had done : We beſeech 
you ({aysthe Council to Pope Leo) to honor our Judgment with 
our Decrees; and that as in what concerns the Weal, we have 
brought Correſpondency to our H E AD, ſo your Superiority will 
perform in the behalf of yor CHIL DRE MN that which 6 
tting. 
Y Div. W hat Pope Leo's Legat faid in this Council of Chal- 
cedon, as likewiſe this little Paſlage of this Council, is of no 
ſtrength. 

Seck, Why then, I ſee, nothing is like to beof any ſtrength, 
that is againſt you ; and I may conclude all farther Enquiry in 
your Company, to beto little purpoſe : In this very Council, 
Is in a manner Poſitively decided all our Controverſie. The 
Pope's Power us moſt ſolemnly own'd ; He is confeſs'd to Preſide 
a4 Head over the Members ,, To his Charge they acknowledge the 
CARE OF THE VINEY ARD to be committed by 
Chriſt, And pray, what more than this do's the Council of 
Florence aſſert of the Pope ? All that is there expreſ#d, is here 
implyd : and yet this u of no ftrength, For my part, whatſoever 
you may think, I take this Prattice, eAcknowledgments, and 
Manner of Proceeding in this Council, toeſtabliſhas firmly, and 
deliver as plainly, to any unprejudic'd Man, the Prerogarive of 
the Roman Chair, as if deliver'd in the Canons of the Code. And 
yet youare pleas'd to paſs it all by, andat the ſametimeto call 
this a Groundleſs Supremacy, whereof no Foot-ſteps can be found 
in the Firſt Six Centuries. 

I need not proceed farther upon this Subject, yet I cannot 
paſs by the Fifth General Council aſſembled at Conſtantinople : 
In which 'tis very remarkable, how Eutychizs Patriarch of 
Conſtantinople acknowledg'd this Ryght of the Pope's Preſiding 
in General Councils,in a Letter dire&ted to Y:giliws then Biſhop 
of Rome, in which he addreſſes himſelf to him in theſe words : 
"T's neceſſary, ſays he, the Point of the Tria Capitula ſhould be 


aow 
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now Diſcuſs'd, which has been the Subjet of great Debates : For 
thus reaſon we requeſt, YOUR HOLINESS PRESTH- 
DING OVER US, that theſe Articles be enquir'd into 
with a Moderation and Meekneſs becoming Prieſts, the Holy Go- 
ſpels being propos'd, that ſo 4 Period may be put to this Controver ſie, 
acceptable to God, and conſonant to what has been Defin'd in the 
Four Holy Councils. Which Addreſs of this Patriarch to the 
Pope is the more remarkable, inaſmuch as it was ſent to him, 
at a time, when the Pope could expect nothing of Favor from 
the Eaftern Biſhops, he having oppos'd himſelf againſt the 
Proceedings of their Emperor 7«/t:nian, and in ſome manner 
eſpous'd a Cauſe not very agreeable to their Inclinationsz and 
yet at thistimeto hear a Patriarch of the Eaſt thus poſitively 
ccnfeſling this Prerogative of the Biſhop of Rome,and owning his . 
Superiority, which nothing of Aﬀe&iwn, but only Fuftice could 
move him to, I take to bea very pregnant Argument of the 
Fudgment and Prattice in the Fathers of thoſe Times. Which 
is againfarther evinc'd in this Council, in which tho' the Pope 
was not preſent either by himſelf or his Legates, yet the Fa- 
thers did there acknowledge, that themore Weighty Concerns 
of the Church ought to be referr'd to him : as in the Caſe of 
Theodore Biſhop of eFopſueſtia, which, with Approbation of 
the Council, was remitted to the Pope, and the Reaſon there 
alledg'd is, Cum Primam inter Sacerdotes Dignitatem ſortiti eſtts ; 
Becauſe He was the Firſt in Dignity among all other Prieſts, This 
Behavior of theſe Eaftern Biſhops afſembled under their Patri- 
arch of Conſtantinople, to me ſeems very prevalent, ſince I am 
fatisfi'd, Extychixs would never have own'd in him the Right of 
Preſiding, or the Synod remitted the Concerns of their Church 
to his Conſideration, had it not in Fuftrce, and according. to 
the receiv'd Prattice of the Charch belong'd tohim. Hitherto 
of Preſiding in Councils. 

Now T'1l in ſhort give youa Sum of ſome other particu- 
lar Prerogatives — to the See of Rome, which I have 
obſerv'd in the peruſal of ſome Authors treating of this Sub- 
ject: And Firfe, what wabhinted before, of 'no As of Conncils 
being judg'd Yahd, which were concluded ow without the 


Content of the Biſhop of Rome. And in this Socrates, tho' an Soryat. 3. 2. 


Enemy to the See of "Rome, is very expreſs 3 who ſays, That 
G 2 there 
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there was an Eccleſiaſtical Canon forbidding the Churches to be 
rul'd without the «Approbation of the Biſhop of Rome ;, and this 
ſpeaking of the Decrees of an Eaſtern _ at Antioch, W hich 
Synod likewiſe Sozomen accuſes of Tranſgreſſing the Laws of 
the Church, in not calling the Pope to the Council, without whoſe 
— nothing could be Valid, according to the Law of the 
Church : For that the CARE OF ALL aid belong to him, 
for the Dignity of hiz See. This again is moſt clear in the In- 
formation brought in againſt Dioſcorm by Lucentizs the Pope's 
Legate, in the Council of Chalcedon; in which one Article was, 
That not having Authority to Fudge,. he notwithſtanding preſum'd 
to call a Synod without the Authority of the See Apoſtolic, which was + 
ever unlawful, and without Precedent, This Charge thus al- 


.low'd of without Conteſt in an Eaſtern Council, together with 


the concurring Teſtimonies of other Authors and Hiſtorians, 
is of no ſmall force in this Point. And what think you of the 
Relation given by Amianus eMarcellinua Pagan Author, con- 
cerning the Emperor Conſtantivs, who reſolving to ſecure the 
Condemnation of Athanaſivs, and put it beyond queſtion, was 
not ſatisfi'd, that he had been Depos'd in a Council of 300 
Biſhops, but earneſtly ſolicited Pope Liberis to confirm the 
Condemnation : eAltho', ſaid he, the Emperor knew this was 
done, yet he ſolicited with an earneſt deſire, that it might be con- 
firni'd bythe eAuthority, whereof the Biſhops of the Eternal City 
are Saperiors. Something of this Authority is again expreſs'd 
in the Weſtern Synod under Pope Damaſm, which declar'd the 
Council of eAriminum, how great ſoever, to be Invalid, be- 
cauſe Pope Liberius, whoſe Judgment was firſt of all to be at- 
tended, had never conſented to it, nor Yincentizs Biſhop of 
Capua, &c. The number of Biſhops, ſays this Synod, aſſembled 
at Ariminum, ought to make no Prevarication ; ſince this Confeſ- 
fron was compos'd without the Conſent of the Biſhop of Rome, whoſe 
Sentence ſhould be attended before all others ;, or that of Vincen- 
tius, who had for ſo many years worthily Adminiſtred the Biſhop's 
See, &c. ArdI think the Profeſſion of the Emperor Fuſtinian, 
inthe Law to Zpiphanins Patriarch of Conſtantinople, do's moſt 
fully ſhew the-PraCtice of the Church in thoſe Times, and ſet 
this-Point beyond all doubt : We preſerve, ſays he, the State of 
the Unity of the moſt Holy Churches in all things, with the moſt 
rigs Holy 
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Holy Pope of Old Rome, to whom we have written the like ;, be- 
cauſe we will not ſuffer any thing to paſs concerning the Aﬀairs of 


the Church, which ſhall not be alſo referr'd to his Holineſs, foraſ- 
much a4 he s the HE AD of ALL the Holy Prelates of God. 


And the ſame he repeats again : We will not ſuffer, ſays he, cod. tit. 1.1.8. 


that any thing ſhall be treated of belonging to the State of the 
Churches , tho clear and manifeſt, which ſhall not alſo be re- 
ferr'd to your Holineſs, who are the HE AD of ALL the 
Churches, 


Secondly, As to the Pope's Power of Excommunicating or Con- Euſ. Zlif. Eccl. 
firming Biſhops in any part of the World, that is a moſt re- 1 5+ 6. 24+ 


markable Inſtance of Pope Yitor, even in the very Second 
Century, who threatned Excommunication to the Aſian Bi- 
ſbops, for their Diſagreement in the obſerving of Eaſter. 


Div, And was not this Pope moſt ſeverely check'd by ſeve- Anſw. to Nub. 
ral other Biſhops for this irregular Action } The Behavior of 7*#+ + 25+ 


theſe Biſhops towards his Holineſs, do's not very clearly 
prove his Supremacy : and this would certainly have been very 
unaccountable Carriage towards Chriſt's True Vicar, who had 
Full Power of Governing the whole Church : The truth is, they 
knew of no ſuch Perſon in thoſe days, he was not born into 
the World till near a Thouſand years after them. 

Seek, 'Tis true, Jrenens (as Euſebins relates it, ib.) did fitly 
exhort Pope Vitor, not wholly to cut off fromthe Body of the Unt= 
verſal Chnrch, ſo many Dioceſes, for the Obſervance of. a Tradi- 
tion, which had been anciently prattis'd amongſt them. Bnt who 
do's not perceive in thisa plain Deciſion of this Matter ; ſince, 
as 'tis evident, Jreneus do's not there reprehend the Pope for 
want of Power ; but only adviſes him, not to make an i! «ſe of 
it ? 'Tis plain indeed, that {renews did not approveof the do- 
ing it, not judging that a ſufficient ground for paſſing the Ex- 


communication. But ſince [renexy do's not objeft to him, - 


that he could not Excommunicate the Aſians; but only ad- 
moniſhes him, that for ſo fmall a Cauſe he ought not to cut off 
ſo many Provinces from the Body of the Church; 'tis evident, 
I think, that Irene acknowledg'd thzs Power in the Biſhop of 
Rome, tho' he did not judge that a ſufficient Reaſon. 

Another Inſtance is that of Pope [znocent, who hearing of 


the Death of St. Fokhn Chry/oſtom, which had been untimely 
brought 
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brought upon him by the Malice of his Adverſaries, and the 
Aſſiſtance of the Emperor and Empreſs of the Eft ; did, up- 
on receiving the News, Excommunicate eArcadiz and Ex- 
doxia, in theſe words, as 'tis related by George Patriarch of 
Alexandria, and follow'd by Cedrenms and others : And there- 
fore I the meancſt, and a Sinzer, as Depoſitary of the Throne of 
the great Apoſile Peter, cut off Thee and Her from the Porticipa- 
tion of the Immaculate Myſteries of Chriſt our Ged ,, and ordain, 
* that whatſoever Biſhop or Clerk of the Hely Church of God, which 
ſhall preſume to Admmiſter them to you, after he has read this my 
Order, ſhall be Depos'd. Here is this Cenſure pronounc'd a- 
gainſt the Emperor 2nd Empreſs of the Eaff, about the Year 
4<9, by the Biſhop of Rome, in virtue of the Apoſtolic See ;, ard 
likewiſe Depoſirioz threatned to all Biſhops or Prieſts whatſo- 
ever, that ſhould preſume to diſobey his Precept, which do's 
evidently imply them all to be under his Charge and Autho- 
rity. The ſame Biſhop of Rome Excommunicated likewiſe, 
upon the ſame occaſion, Alexander Patriarch of Antioch, and 
Atticus Patriarch of Conſtantinople ;, neither would he receive 
them- into Communion, till they had comply'd with all the 
Conditions propos'd, and inſerted S. Chryſoftom's Name into 
the Records of the Church, as appears in his Letter to Alr- 
xander, Epiſt. 179. 'Twould be endleſs to give you. a Cata- 
logue of what has been done in this kind in the Primitive 
Church: T'll only put you in mind of the other Branch of this 
Power ; as in the Caſe of the falſe Synod of Epheſww, menti- 
on'd in the Council of Chalcedon, Att 3. where Paſchaſinu the 
Pope's Legate declar'd : That the Pope had pardon'd all thoſe, 
who in the falſe Council of Epheſus, had by force conſented to 
Dioſcorme, that is, almoſt all the Merropolitans and Patriarchs of 
the Eaſt. The Apoſtolic See, ſays he, grants them pardon for thoſe 
things. And when the Acts of this Epheſin Synod were an- 
null'd in the Council of Chalcedon, is it not a thing of weight, 
that Anatolins Patriarchof Conſtantinople declar'd all that had 
been done in that Synod to be Yoid, excepting only the Ele- 
Aion of Maximus to the See of Antioch, becauſe this had been 
confirm'd by the Pope. Foraſmuch, ſays he, that the moſ# Holy 
Archbiſhop of Rome, Leo, receiving him into Communion, has 
judg'd, that he ought to Rule the Church of Antioch; 3b. AF. 10. 

| yl 


The Pope's Supremacy 4fſerted. 


Fit not ſtay longer in giving more Particulars of this kind, 
which are ſo frequent in all the Hiſtories of thoſe Firſt Apes 
of the Church ; I'll content my ſelf with producing in ſhort 
ſome other Footſteps of this Supremacy within the Bounds to 
which you challenge, and ſo conclude. 

And Firſt, The Anſwer which Pope Innocent above menti- 
on'd, gave to the Synods of Carthage and Milevis, "who ap- 
ply'd themſelves to him for his Approbation and Aſſiſtance, I 
take to be an undeniable Proof of the Prattice of that and the 
foregoing Ages : but eſpecially his Anſwer to the Alevitan 
Council : It was not by Human, but Divihe Sentence, ſays this 
Pope, that the Fathers have ordain'd, that all things that are 
treated in Provinces diſtant, ſhould not be determin'd, till firſt they 
were come to the knowledge of the See Apoſtolic ; to the end that the 
Sentence,that ſhould be found juſt, might be Confirm'd by the Entire 
Authority of the ſame See ; and that from thence the other Churches, 
as Springs flowing from their Mother Source, and running with 
the Purity of their Original, thro' the divers Regions of the whole 
World, might taks what they ought to ordain, And again : You 
provide, ſays he, diligently and worthily for the Apoſtolic Honor, 
for the Honor, I ſay, of Him, who, beſides Aſſaults from without, 
SUSTAINS THE CARE OF ALL THE 
CHURCHES; following in the Conſultation of difficult 
things, the Form of the ANCIENT RULE, which, you 
know, has always been pratu'dby ALL THE WORLD 
with me. Both theſe Anſwers are inſerted amongſt St. Au- 
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guſtin's Epiſtles, and are cited by St. Auguſtin himſelf againſt zpip. 91, g3. 


the Pelagians, And to take off all ObjeCtions that might be 


made againſt this, of-it being nothing but the Judgment of + 


a Pope in his own Cauſe, St. Avguſtin 1s very poſitive in Ap- 
proving and Commending theſe Anſwers, as appears in his 


Epiſtles; where giving an account of what had paſs'd in this Epi9. 157. 


Afﬀair, he ſays. Upon this matter, the Relations of the Two Coun- 
cils of Carthage and Milevis were ſent to the Apoſtolic See, &c, 
To all theſe things Pope Innocent anſmer'd us as was convenient, 
and as the Prelate of the Apoſtolic See ſhould anſwer us. In which 
Epiſtle St. Augsſtinis ſo far from reproaching Pope Innocent, 
as if pretending to an Uſurp'd Authority, whilſt he claims a 
Right of giving Force to whatſoever was co be Determin'd = 

tne 


Conſt, Novel. 
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the Church even inremote Provitces, whilſt he declares the 
See of Rome for the Mother Church, the Head on which de- 
pended all other Regions of the World for the Receiving the 
Purity of their Ordinances ; That He, inthat Dignity of the 
Apoltolic See , Suſtain'd the Care of all CHURCHES; 
That the Conſulting Him in aifficuls Matters, was the Ancient 
Rule, and what the whole World then Praftisd : He is fo far, 1 
ſay, from reproching Pope nnocent, for alluming too much to 


* himſelfin theſe Points, that he acknowledges and approves it 


all, in confeſſing the Pope to have writ nothing in his Anſwer 
to theſe Councils, but what the Prelare of the Apoſtolic See ought 
ro have anſwer'd ; which to me ſeems to include all that is in 
other terms only declar'd in the Council of Florexce, 

Secondly, The Univerſal Authority of the Biſhop of Rome 
is plainly ſeen again, and acknowledg'd in the Caſe of Hilary 
Biſhop of Arles, who undertook to make Prelates in the Pro- 
vince of Vienna, without the Pope's leave 3 upon which Yalen- 
tinian Ill. made this Law, which was afterwards inſerted by 
T hecdoſins Il. into his Conſtitutions : Whereas the Merit of 
Peter, ſays the Law, who #5 the Prince of the Epiſcopal Society, 
and the Dignity of the City of Rome, and the Authority of the 
Sacred Synod bave ſo eſtabliſy'dthe PRIMACY of the Apo- 
ftolic Seez as Preſumption ſhould attempt nothing unlawful againſt 
the Authority thereof : for ſo the Peace of Churches ſhall be main- 
tain'd by AL L, if the UNIVERSALITY ackzow- 
ledge her RECTOR. Andthen, We Decree by a Perpetual 
Ordinance, that it ſhall not be lawful, either for the Biſhops of the 
Gauls, or thoſe of other Provinces, to attempt any thing againſ# the 
ANCIENT CUSTOM, without the Authority of the Re- 
verend Pope of the Eternal City : But to them and to AL L, thoſe 
things ſhall be Laws, which have been ordain'd by the Authority 
of the eApoſtolic See, in ſuch ſort, as whatſoever Biſhop, being 
call'd tothe Fudgment of the Pope of Rome, ſhall neglett ro preſent 
himſelf, he ſhall be conſtrain'd by the Governor of the Province to 
appear. Here is a Primacy aſlerted in the Biſhop of Rome, and 
that not of Order only, whichis all you'll allow him, but of 
Authority too; ſo that whatſoever has been Conſtituted by that 
See, ſhall be a Law to All, and nothing be attempted withour 
the Conſent of that Biſhop : And this not newly introduc'd 


by 
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by this Emperor, but ordain'd according to the Ancient Cu- 
ftom ;, which being” thus declar'd before the Year 450, the 
time of the Fourth General Council, do's clearly imply, that 
this had been the Prattzee of the Church, even in the very firſt 
Apes, tho' it wasat this time, upon the occaſion of this at- 
tempt of Hilary, made into a Law of the Stare, and confirm'd 
by the Temporal Power. And by the way, here you may oh, 
ſerve, that this e Authority of the Biſhop of Rome, was not 
founded only upon his Relidence in the /mperial City, as you 
pretend ; but beſides, upon the Merits of Pergr the Prince of 
Biſhops, and upon the Decrees of 4 Sacred Synod; as 'tis here 
declar'd in this EdiCt, publiſh'd within the time to which 


you challenge. And withal, pray remember, that Hilary, 


convinc'd of the Irregularity of his proceedings, went after- 
wards to Rome on foot, preſented himſelf to Pope Leo, re- 
verently offering him Obedience, and appeaſing his Spirit with a 
proſtrate Humility, as "tis related by the Author of his Life 
in Cujas. 

Thirdly, This Univerſal Charge of the Biſhop of Rome is 
apparent in Pope Leo's Letter to Anaſtaſius Biſhop of Theſſalo- 
mica, and his Vicar in Macedonia and other Provinces of Greece, 
who having abus'd the Authority of his Vicarſhip, was thus 


writto by the Pope : We have in ſuch ſort committed our Vicar- Epif, $2. 


(hip ro thy Charity, as thou art call dto a Part of the Care, and not 
ro the Fullneſs of the Power. And then afterwards : It has been 
provided by a Grand Order, that all ſhould not attribate to them- 
ſelves all things ;, but that in every Province there ſhould be ſome, 
whoſe Sentence might hold the firſt Place : and again, that ſore 
others conſtituted in the greater Cities, might uſe the more dili- 


gence , that by them the Care of the UNIVERSAL 


CHURCH MIGHT FLOW TO THE ONLY 
SEAT OF PETER, Here is again expreſs'd the Vn- 
verſal Paſtorſhip of the Biſhop of Rome, and this provided by 
a Grand Order, which muſt, without doubr, be the Canons, or 
Decrees of Councils. Add to this the Confeſſion of the Eaſtern 
Biſhops to Pope Symmach,in their Letter concerning Acacius : 
eA Sacro Petro docerts oves Chriſti per totum mundum t1bt creditas 
paſcere 5; Thou art taught by Peter to feed the Sheep of Chriſt, 

ch are committed to T HY C ARE T HROUVG —_ 
H HE 


— _ —— c_— - 


£0 


Lib. in Brev. 
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| Sees admoniſhing him, that there were many Kings in the 
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THE WHOLEWORLD. Thus writ the Eafern 
Biſhops to the Popr, within the time to which you challenge, 
and-expreſly own'd him, the Vniverſal Paſftor. The ſame is 
declar'd by the Biſhop of Paterd in Lycia, who ſeeing Fuſti- 
zian perſecuting Pope Sylverixs at the inſtance of the Empreſs 
an Emtychian, us'd his Endeavors to dilluade him from it, He 
repreſented to him (ſays Liberatws an Hiſtorian of the ſame Age) 
the Fudgment of God upon the Expulſion of the Biſhop of /o great 4 

orld, but 
there was not one of them as the Pope , who ws OV ER THE 
CHURCH OFTHE WHOLE WORLD, who 
bad been diſpoſſeſs'd of his See, The like is confirm'd by $, Gre- 
gory the Great, in the Caſe of Clementi Primate in Africa, 
who having been accus'd before the Emperor, and remitted 
by him to the See Apoſtolic, St. Gregory upon this occaſion 
thus writes : If there be any Fault in the Biſhops, I know not what 
Biſhop ts not ſubje& to the See Apoſtolic ;, if a Fault require it not, 
according to the reaſon of Humility, we are all equal, 

Now, if we conſider what has been hitherto acknowledg'd 
concerning the eAuthority of the Biſhop of Rome above all 0- 
ther Biſhops 3 how General Courcils have own'd him their 
HE AD; That he Preſided over them, as the Head over 
the Members ; That in ſuch an Aſſembly he has been ſolemnly 
ſtyld the HE AD of ALL Churches; That the fame 
has declar'd, that to Him the Care of the Vineyard was coms 
mitted by Chriſt, How the Holy Fathers have acknowledg'd, 
that the Biſhop of Rome ſuſtains the Care of all the Churches ; 
That 'twas the Ancient Rule, that All the World ſhould con- 
ſult the Biſhop of Rome in difficult Matters relating to the 
Church. How Emperor's have by Laws declar'd his Axthbo- 
rity to be Univerſal; and that for the keeping of Peace the 
Univer ſality ought to acknowledge bim Reftor, How Hiſtorians, 
tho? no Friends to the Pope, have deliver'd it, That the Care of 
All did belong to him, How the Biſhops of the Eaft have con- 
feſs'd, That the Flock of Chriſt, throughoat the whole World, was 
committed to bis Care, How Prelates, frem all Parts of the 
World, have Appea''d to him, and defir'd his Aſſiſtance againſt 
the Attempts of their Adverſatiess How General Conncils 
have confirm'd and acknowledg'd this his Authority even in 
the 
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the Pareft Ages of the Church. How from his See, Laws were 
given to the Churches ;, Councils Confirm'd by him ; Decrees An- 
null'd, Offenders Genſur'd and Excommmuicared , Cauſes Deter- 
min'd, and this Authority ſupported by Canons and the De- 
crees of Councils, as Socrates, Sozomen, Gelafiins, Valentinian, &c. 
expreſly declare. How that by the Law of Faſtinian he was 
acknowledg'd the HEAD OF ALL THE HOLY 
PRELATES OF GOD, andthe HEAD OF ALL 
THE CHURCHES, Ge. If we confider, 1 fay, and 
refleCt on this, there's a neceſſity of conceiving his Authority 
Superior to that of all other Biſhops and Patriarchs; and that 
bis See is endow'd with a Singalar Prerogative juſtly call'd a 
Supremacy ;, and conſequently, that there's nothing Defin'd in 
the Council of Florence, but what the PraCtice of the Primitive 
Church doth declare as expreſly as the Canon of that Synod : 
For have we not now ſeen in theſe Firſt Ages, the Biſhop of 
Rome acknowledg'd the Succeſſor of St. Peter, Prince of the 
Apoſtles ? Have we not heard it own'd, that to him the Care 
of the Vineyard was committed by Chriſt ? And is not this to be 
True Vicar of Chriſt ? Have we not found him confeſs'd the 
Head of all Churches, the Head of all Prelates ;, and that he ſu- 
ſtains the Care of all And 1s not this the ſame as to be Head 
of the whole Church, the Father .and Doftor of all Chriſtians ? 
Have we not heard, that the Care of the Flockof Chriſt was com- 
mitted to him? And 1s not this to have full Power of Feeding, 
Ruling and Governing the whole Church ? $0 that almoſt in very 
Terms we have the Definition of Florence concerning the Pope's 
Supremacy, in the Confeſſion and Prattice of the Primitive Church, 
And yet you are pleas'd to call it an V/urpation, a Portentors 
Authority , a Groundleſs Srpremacy, For my part, you may 
ſay what you pleaſe, bur if this e Authority be Grounaleſs, then 
I am ſatisf'd, there's no Point or Practice of Chriſtianity, but 
what may be ſuſpected ; there being no one Point Contirm'd 
by more undeniable Inſtances, and fuller Teſtimonies of Anti- 
quity, than this. And if in your Opizion, the Exceptions you 
make, borrowed from the Adverſaries of that Chair,be ſuffici- 
ent to overthrow it, 'tis but turning your Pen againſt the B. 
Trinity, Incarnation, &c. and borrowing the like Arguments 
from the Eutychians, Neſtorians, Arians, S3inians, &c. and 'tis 
likely 
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likely withina while you may rrive to-that PerfeRion, as to 
think them all in a condition of. falling together; For-I don't 
ſee any thing youobject here,  but.a little Enquiry will furniſh 
any one with the like Cavils againſt theſe moſt Fundamen- 
tal Points of Chriſtianity, And therefore- if this be all you. 
haveto oppoſe againſt the Biſhop of Rome, T-may ee'n take my 
leave of you; for I ſee. youare only liketo prevail upon thoſe, 
who are wrought upon by Hard Words,” and Magiſterial Slight. 
| #ngs. This won't do with me, and therefore muſt een icek 
out for a better Guide; and fo farewel. 


